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RETURN to an Order of tlie Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 8 June i860;— -for, 

COPIES “ of the Minutes of the Evidence taken before the Guardians of 
the South Dublin Union and the Assistant Poor Law Commissioner, Mr. 
Otway, on the days commencing the 20th day of April last to the 
conclusion 

“ Of the Letter from the Commissioners of Poor Law in Ireland , bearing date 
the 2d day of May 1860, to the Board, relating to the Inquiry:” 

“ Of Resolutions agreed to in reference thereto by the Board of Guardians at 
their meeting on the 17 th day of May last 

And, of all further Correspondence.” 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin,! 

11 June 1860. J 



B. BANKS, 

Chief Clerk. 



( The O’JDonoghue.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, 
1 8 June 1 860. 
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COPIES of the Minutes of the Evidence taken before the Guardians of, the 
South Dublin Union and the Assistant Poor Law Commissioner, Mr. Otway, 
on the days commencing the 20th day of April last to the conclusion; of the 
Letter from the Commissioners of Poor Law in Ireland, bearing date the 
2d day of May 1860, to the Board, relating to the Inquiry; of Resolutions 
agreed to in reference thereto by the Board of Guardians at their Meeting 
on the 17th' day of May last; and, of all further Correspondence. 



No. l. 

(No. 8685-60.) 

Extract from Guardians’ .Minutes, dated 12 April 1860. 

The report of the master was read as follows : “I beg leave to report that, in 
consequence of information which the matron received relative to extra articles 
of clothing being appropriated by the laundry girls to their own use, she directed 
that they should be searched by the female officers, on their leaving the hall at 
breakfast, hour, on Saturday morning last ; to carry out which, I ordered the 
several female officers of the house to attend in the hall for that purpose. The 
assistant master and myself were present to preserve order, there being no other 
male officer in the hall at the time, with the exception of wardmaster Cunningham, 
who always attends to say grace. On the search having been gone through for a 
few minutes by the female officers, the junior girls commenced yelling, cheering, 
and using threatening language at the same time. I ordered one to be removed 
from the hall, for violent disorderly conduct, but she having resisted, and the 
others having shown a riotous disposition. I was obliged to send for all the officers 
of the house to keep order. Immediately when they entered, a soda water bottle 
was thrown at me, and platters and stirabout at the other officers, from several 
parts of the hall. On their attempting to remove some of the refractory persons 
there was a general resistance on the part of all, and violent assaults committed 
on the officers (myself included). On their getting into the yard, stones were 
thrown in every direction, and the windows of the dining-hall smashed, after 
which ward mistress O’Connor’s life was threatened, and an assault committed on 
her by several of those so engaged, when I deemed it my duty to send for the 
police, and had the following seven named girls arrested for the assault and riot, 
viz., Mary A. McKenna, Jane Farrell, Eliza Dalton, Anne Keogh, Kate Foley, 
Anne Sullivan, and Sarah Byrne. They were brought before Mr. Wise, the 
magistrate, at the head office, on Monday last, when the following officers attended 
to prosecute, viz., vvardmistress O’Connor, wafdmasters Maguire and Cunningham. 

Those officers report to me, that severe punishment was about to be inflicted 
on the girls, when the Rev. Mr. Fox, Roman Catholic chaplain, went forward on 
their behalf, and gave the following evidence, on oath : — 

’ That be was looking on at the whole occurrence in the hall, from Dr. Grant’s 
window, and that it was disgraceful to see the conduct of the male officers 
searching the women and lifting up their clothes, and that in a manner he would 
not wish to mention. 

This statement was denied by wardmaster Maguire, on oath. 

I further beg to state that I was present myself in the dining-hall during 
the entire time, and no such occurrence as that stated by the Rev. Gentleman, 
to have been seen from Dr. Grant’s window, took place, nor could such have 
taken place without my having seen it. 

I may mention that some of the male officers did not even know what was 
required of them by me, when brought into the hall. 

The punishment awarded by the magistrate was as follows : — 

McKenna, Farrell, and Dalton, 14 days for assault and riot. 

390 . a 2 Keogh, 
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Keogh, Foley, Sullivan, and Byrne, 4S hours each for riot. 

The four who were imprisoned for the 4S hours each, were again admitted by 
the visiting committee, on expressing sorrow for their conduct, and promising 
amendment. 

Moved by Mr. Byrne, seconded by Mr. Place, and resolved unanimously : — 

That the Poor Law Commissioners be requested to institute a sworn inquiry 
into the whole matter of the master’s report, now read, as speedily as possible, 
and into any matter arising therefrom, and which may arise during the investi- 
gation. 

The clerk to write to the Commissioners, requesting them to grant the inquiry 
on as early a day as possible. 



No. 2. 

(No. 8660-60.) 

Letter from the Clerk of the Union to the Commissioners. 

South Dublin Union. 

Office, Board Room, 

Gentlemen, 13 April 1860. 

I have been instructed by tne Board of Guardians of this union to direct your 
particular attention to that portion of the minutes of their proceedings of yester- 
day, embodying a report of the master of the workhouse on the subject of riotous 
conduct which occurred in the dining-hall on Saturday last, and subsequent 
proceedings, and to the resolution of the Board, requesting that a sworn inquiry 
be instituted into the whole matter of that report. 

I have also been directed to request that you will be pleased to grant the 
inquiry on as early a day as possible. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Geo. Hepburn, 

Clerk of the Union. 



No. 3. 

(No. 8685-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Otway, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir > _ 14 April 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, transmit herewith an extract from minutes of proceedings of the Board 
of Guardians of the South Dublin Onion, on the 12th instant, comprising a 
report of the master of the workhouse, relating to riotous conduct on the part of 
certain of the female inmates on Saturday last, into which the guardians have 
requested the Commissioners to institute an inquiry; and the Commissioners 
request that you will accordingly hold the inquiry at as early a date as possible, 
and report to them thereon. 

By Order, &c. 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 4. 

(No. 8660-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 14 April 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 13th instant, 
calling attention to that portion' of the minutes of proceedings of the Board of 
Guardians of the South Dublin Union, on the 12th instant, relating to the 

riotous 
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riotous conduct of certain female inmates of the workhouse, into which the 
guardians have requested that an inquiry may be directed by the Commis- 
sioners; and the Commissioners desire to state, for the information of the Board 
of Guardians, that they have instructed their Inspector, Mr. Otway, to hold an 
inquiry into the subject at as early a date as possible. 

By Order, &c. 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 5. 

(No. 10,041-60.) 

Letter from Mr. Otway , Poor Law Inspector. 

Dear Sir, Monkstown, 30 April 1860. 

In reply to your letter just received, and in accordance with the wish of the 
Commissioners as expressed therein, I at once send the evidence as taken by me 
at the recent inquiry, South Dublin Workhouse. Had I been able to report, I 
had intended specially to have directed the attention of the Commissioners: 
first, as to the sufficiency of the grounds, as shown, for the adoption of so diffi- 
cult and so dangerous an expedient as the attempt to have a general search, at 
such a time and hour, and in such a place, when so many women were congregated 
together. Secondly, as to the mode the search was conducted, as appears from 
evidence, and how far blame, or the reverse, was attachable to any officer in the 
conducting of it ; and thirdly, as to how far the evidence and statements of the 
Roman Catholic chaplain was supported by the facts as appear in evidence; 
and as to how far, or whether he was justified in the course he adopted on the 
case. 

Yours, &c. 

To B. Banks, Esq., (signed) C. G. Otway. 

&c. &c. &c. 



No. 6. 

Minutes of Evidence taken on the Inquiry. 



South Dublin Workhouse. 

Evidence. — April 20. 

Charles James Jenkinson, sworn. 

I am master of the workhouse. The reporl on my report, dated the 12th of April, is in 
my handwriting, and the contents of the report are true, to the best of my belief and know- 
ledge. From information I received, referred to me from the matron, I directed a search to 
be made on ihe persons of the laundry girls, and others, on the morning of the 7th instant, 
to ascertain whether they had extra clothes on their persons or not. The orders I gave as 
to the search were, that those girls suspected of having more clothing, or more material in 
their clothes on them than they should have, should be kept back in the hall after break- 
fast, in order to be searched. It was not my intention that they should be searched in the 
hall. I o-ave no list of the names, but I placed wavdmistress O’Connor at the door, as 
knowing ihose suspected (having charge of those girls), to stop them from going out. 
Ward mistress O’Connor stood at the door and examined the clothes of some of the girls 
going out; and when the others saw that they commenced cheering and yelling, and used 
violent conduct, as stated in my report. When the yelling commenced no search had 
taken place, except as I have stated, by Mrs. 0 Connor, She only drew out, and felt the 
clothes of the girls going out. There could not have been many so examined or searched 
when the rioting commenced. The whole of the healthy class were in the hall when the 
examination of the girls, as stated, was ordered. It appeared to me that the whole, 
generally, of the girls and women joined in the riot. I had ordered all the female officers 
to attend to assist in the examination. Only some had arrived when the riot commenced ; 
Mrs. O’Connor, Miss Morton, Mrs. Murphy. The matron was ill, and confined to her 
room. There was no attempt to continue the search for clothes on the persons of the 
females. After the riot commenced it would have been impossible, owing to the tumult, 
and conduct, and rushing out of the females. I sent for the male officers to try and quell 
the riot, but not to enforce the search of the girls for the clothes. There were no male 
officers present when the search was ordered and commenced, as I have stated, by Mrs. 
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O'Connor, except myself, the assistant master, and wardmaster Cunningham. We were 
at some distance fiom Mrs. O’Connor when she commenced the search of the girls ooino- 
out, as staled. At first we turned our backs, and when I heard a little fuss at the door I 
turned round. I only saw the petticoa is drawn out gently, sideways, by Mrs. O’Connor 
as the girls were passing out. 1 saw no lifting up of the clothes. The male officers that 
came after — I sent for them when the riot commenced — were the diet clerk Bla-.kmore 
wardmaster Maguire, Brady the cook, Sullivan storekeeper, Heffeman, assistant-ward - 
master. They joined myself, and the assistant-master, and wardmaster Cunningham in 
trying to suppress the riot, and arrest some of the most violent. There was one girl I 
ordered to be arrested and removed out of the hall, from her extreme riotous conduct. I do 
not recollect her name. The assistant-master took hold of her to remove her, and [ went 
to assist him, but she was rescued front us by the other women. The wardmasters tried to 
keep back the. rioters, and removed some of them. Wardmaster Maguire attempted to 
arrest several women that were attacking him. I saw them striking him. There were 20 
or 30 about hint, attacking him. The girls did not exclude my view of Maguire. No male 
officer attempted to search or examine the females, for there was no search or examination 
for clothes after the riot commenced, as I have stated. I saw no action on the part of the 
male officers, except to try and suppress the riot and protect themselves. I saw no 
dragging about of the females, or any lifting or tearing of clothes. There were 20 or 30 
women, principally girls, about myself, attacking me. I saw no improper or immodest 
conduct on the part of the male officers in trying to suppress the riot, and no complaint was 
made to me as to such having taken place. I was in the hall the whole time, until I saw 
the stones coming through the windows from the outside, and I went out to see who threw 
them. 1 was out of the hall about 10 minutes, to try and stop the throwing of the stones. 
I then kept in and out. of the hall for some hours, up to two -o’clock. When the stones 
were thrown, and when the wardmistress (O’Connor) stated that her life was threatened, I 
sent for the police. The riot was not at all subdued until the police came. I never heard 
any complaint from the women or girls in the hall as to the examination or searching of 
them for clothes, or as to its being the cause of the riot or their conduct. After the riot 
some, of the girls told me in the yard that they had more clothes on them than they were 
entitled to have on. I selected the examination for the extra clothes to be made on the 
girls alter the. breakfast, because it was immediately before the breakfast that I received the 
report (see copy of report alluded to) as to the girls having extia clothes. The report I 
allude to is the report of wardmistress O’Connor, dated the 6th instant, to the matron, 
which she, the matron, ordered to be referred to me ; and because generally a slight search 
as to platters or food takes place on the women going out of the hall after breakfast and 
dinner daily, which causes no annoyance, and is not objected to. I never anticipated that 
the searching for clothes would cause such a result or riot. I cannot recollect any guardian 
or other person asking me if I could identify or point out any of the rioters. Wardmistress 
O’Connor and wardmaster Maguire pointed out those that were arrested by the police. 
I was in, the hall the whole time while any searching for extra clothes on the girls took 
place. When I was assailed by the 20 or 30 girls, I was not prevented from seeing Ward- 
master Maguire and what was occurring in the hall. They were low small girls that were 
about me. 

Charles James Jenhinson , Master. 

The Rev. Laurence Charles P. Fox. sworn. 

I arn Roman Catholic chaplain to the workhouse. I recollect the morning of Saturday, 
the 7th instan;. I was in the workhouse on that morning at about half-past eight, or a 
quarter to nine o’clock, a.iu., and remained until a quarter to eight o’clock, p.ra. I was not 
in the dining-hall on the 7th, at the breakfast of the inmates, or until after the first riot was 
over. I passed through the hall at about 10 o’clock, to the church. I was in a room in 
Dr. Grant s apartments, which has a window looking into the dining-hall. I went into that 
room at about half-pa^t nine, and went to the window. It was the disturbance that I heard 
in the hall which led me to go to that room and to the window. When I looked out of the 
window I saw a great many female inmates, most of whom appeared to be in the greatest 
possible confusion. The greatest part of-tbem were collected together in that part of the 
hall nearest to the window which looks out from the master’s apartments, which window is 
in the exact opposite part of the hall from the window I was looking from. They appeared 
to be the more aged and infirm females. Several younger female inmates were in the body of 
the hall, and were being chased in all directions by several of the male officers — the master 
standing in the midst of all. Immediately after I first looked out of the window, I saw 
two females down on the ground. One of them I saw thiowu down, but I did uot see by 
whom. One of these girls had three male officers engaged in searching her. One of them 
(the male officers) I could not swear to, as his back was turned, and the head of the girl 
was resting against his legs. The other two officers were the storekeeper, Sullivan, and the 
wardmaster, Maguire. I saw them throw her clothes completely over her head, and turn 
them down again one by one. The turning up of the clothes caused a complete exposure 
of the person. It was the lower clothes — petticoats. When the girl rose up, I looked to 
the other girl, who was also similarly indecently exposed. There were two officers (apparently 
searching her in the same way) engaged with the second girl j but I could not swear as to 
either. I tried to open the window I was sitting at, but could not. The master was not 
one of them. He was standing midway between the two girls on the floor, and near the 
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assistant master, about a yard from one and three from the other girl. Imnu diateiy after 
that there was a crash of windows in the hall from the outside, and = a rush of all the females 
towards the door, and in the confusion it was opened — the door leading into the back 
avenue— and in the space of a minute or two the hall was completely cleared fiom the 
door being opened. Wot more than five or six minutes elapsed during the time I was at the 
window. Dr. Giant was standing behind me the whole time I was at the window. I said 
to him that it was scandalous, and he said it was scandalous. I meant as 10 what was 
taking place as to the girls— the searching, as I have stated. Almost immediately after I 
left i lie window 1 went through the hall to the church, where l was engaged for the 
remainder of the day, with the exception of going amongst the people three' or four times 
to beg them to be quiet. I went to the working-room to try and quiet the people — not into 
the hall. When I passed through the hall, as i have stated, there were only a few persons 
(two or three men and two or three women) in it— the ordinary people in charge, I believed, 
but everything was in great confusion; seats upset, and tins and cans hanging about. I 
did not know the names of the Uv<> women 1 saw on the ground. There appeared to me 
that there were ihree or four hundred persons iu the hall when I saw the girls down on the 
floor, as I have stated. I did not see any female officers in the hall when I was looking out of 
the window. They might have been there. 1 tried to open the window to remonstrate 
against the abominable conduct of the male officers, ihinking it was not fit in any Christian 
country for m.-n to search females. When I first heard the noise, I met: Mrs. M'Loughlin, 
and she told me that there was going to be a search made of the girls of the house for 
clothes, and that I could not get into the hall, as the doors w'ere all fastened. Through 
the hall is the way to the church. From what I saw from the window I would have sus- 
pected that the girls weie being searched, even if I had not been told so. I did not see 
any of the officers for a considerable time after I left the window. I did not remonstrate 
with the master or any of the officers. In about an hour after the occurrence which I saw 
from the window, 1 saw one of the guardians, Mr. Place, to whom I had written a note 
immediately alter I went to the church, complaining to him cf what 1 saw in the strongest 
manner. I heard of some of the girls being brought before the magistrates, and I thought it 
right to be present at tlieir trial in order that, if necessary, I might state that I conceived 
thev had received a great deal of provocation, and that thus their sentence might be made 
more lenient, and as they had been previously punished by being, as was reported to me, 
kept without, food on the Sunday. The names of the gills I saw on the dining-hall floor, 
as I stated, I since heard were Dalton and Farrell. 

Laurence Charles Prideuux For. 



James Francis Grant, sworn. 

I recollect the morning of the 7th instant. I was in the window of one of my apartments 
which looks into the dining-hall, about half-past 10 o’clock. I don’t recollect the exact 
hour. Father Fox was with me in the window. I was at my business in the surgery- when 
I heard shouting in the hall. Father Fox came into the surgery, and said, “ Dr. Grant, 
there is a row in the hall, will you come up to your room and we will look out at it,” and 
I went to the window with him. I saw the y-ung portion of the inmates in one group, and 
the elderly people in another group at the other end of the hall, apparently detached. I 
saw one of the girls on the floor under the window I was at, two windows off, about the 
lenoth of this room from the window I was at, and the male officers stooping over her — 
Maguire and Cunningham; I cannot particulaiize the others— they were stooping at the 
time. I think there were five or six of them —the male officers. 1 could not see what they 
were doin°- with the girl. I did not see her person exposed or her dres-s tossed. I was not 
looking a? that part of the hall. I can’t say whether she was sitting or lying on the floor. 
I am near-sighted, and not at all clear-sighted. Father Fox remarked to me, “ Oh, Dr. 
Grant, that is horrible;” I said, “ What, sir?” and he said the male officers were after 
turning up the clothes of the girls ; and I said, “Take care, sir, you may be mistaken;” 
“ No, said he, “ for I have seen the girls’ legs exposed ;” I said I had not seen that, that 
I was near-sighted. I saw nothing improper take place with the officers I saw with the 
°-irl on the floor. I did not see them lift or touch her clothes. I only saw one girl on the 
floor. I was in the window the whole time Father Fox was there. I turned my head once, 
for a second or so, to look into my own room. I did not see the master in the hall 
when I was in the window. I saw the assistant-master; he was in about the middle of 

the hall. _ „ 

James r. Cxrant. 



April 21. 



Michael Duffy, sworn. 

I am a constable in the metropolitan police. 1 recollect Saturday, the 7th instant. I 
was at the workhouse upon that day. I came here between twelve and one o clock. I 
came by orders of the officers at my station, Kilmamham, to take prisoners here. Shortly 
after I arrived here, I was brought to a small yard at the rear of the din.ng-ball to take 
refractory girlB (as I was told) to Kilmamham police Stamm. I assisted to take two girls 
named Dalton and Farrell. We could not bring Farrell further than the street oppo.iie tojhe 
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dining-hall. She threw herself down. We considered it better to send to Kilmainham for 
the stretcher, sooner than to try and pull her and drag her any more. She was very violent 
in her conduct. She threw herself down different nines. 1 did not see her kicking any- 
one Her clothes were tossed owing to her own violence. Her feet might have been ex- 
posed but no higher. The men would not allow her clothes 10 be tossed or raised so as to 
expose her person. I tried to arrange iter dress and keep it down myself. She did not 
attempt to raise or toss her dress except so far as the result of her struggles. We brought 
her on the stretcher to Kilmainham. Six others had been brought to Kilmainham before 
that. They walked there with the police. She remained in the police station until the 
following Monday, when ihey were tried. They all slept in the cell. There is but one 
female cell. I can’t say if there were others besides the workhouse girls in the cell. 
There might be. Thev were kept there night and day. They had no bed or bedding. 
There was no fire in the cell. They could come out to warm themselves in the kitchen. 
They had water. There was food sent lo them from the workhouse. Cunningham and 
Maguire, the wardmasters, pointed out the girls for us to take when we came to the yard 
behind the hall. There were a good number in ilie yard besides those we were to take. 
They all appeared excited, but quiet. The girls we were directed to take did not wish to 
come Thev caught hold of one another, not wishing to come. 

a Michael Duffy. 



George G. Place, Esq., sworn. 

I am an ex-officio guaidian of the union. I recolleci the 7th instant. I was at the work- 
house on that day. I came at about 12 o’clock. As I walked in of the gate, the porter 
called my attention to a letter that was there for me. I opened the letter, and found that 
it was from the Rev. Mr. Fox (see Letter maiked A 1). I have that letter, and hand it in 
as evidence. Having read the letter, 1 went up to try and ascertain what the disturbance 
was about. I saw the master and Mr. Byrne, one of the guaidiuns, in the hall, surrounded 
by about 30 of the girl inmates, who appeared very excited. The ciamour was so great Irom 
the girls, that I could not hear what was said. Finding I could hear nothing in the hall, 
I returned with the master and Mr. Byrne outside the door to the yard in front of the hall. 
Mi. Byrne it was, I think, who told me that the. riot originated from objections to a search 
for clothes. I did not make inquiry as to the statements in Mr. Fox’s letter. I saw 
Mr. Fox afterwards. I had to go into town, and when X came back I saw the Rev. Mr. 
Fox, and he repeated the substance and particulars as to his letter. I made no further 
inquiry as to the matter, but wailed for the action of the Board on the Board day, 
the 12th. I got a letter from Rev. Mr. Fox, which I also hand in. (See Letter marked 

A 2.) 

On the 7th, when I arrived at the workhouse, and when I was speaking to the master and 
Mr. Byrne outside the door of the hall, as L have stated, I asked the master to point 
out or name the ringleaders in the riot, and he said he could not do so. I did not mention 
to the master or Mr. Byrne my having received a letter from Mr Fox. 

George Godfrey Place. 



John Byrne, sworn. 

I am one of the guardians of the union, and am chairman of visiting and finance com- 
mittees. I recollect the 7th instant. I came to the workhouse shortly before 11 o clock on 
that day. 1 was not sent for. I came early to try and arrange the tenders. I did not hear 
anything of a riot or disturbance until I came. The master told me that there had been 
great disorder in the morning amongst the female inmates, which had not then ceased. He 
told me that it arose in consequence of a search for extra clothing being intended, on the 
laundry girls especially. I then said I would go out amongst them and see if I could restore 
order, and I went to the work-room yard where the girls were. 1 found the girls veiy 
excited, and throwing the pebbles from the gravel at the hall windows. I asked who could 
explain what all this is about (in a Tew seconds after 1 came they stopped ^throwing the 
stones). A number of them gathered round me, and stated all with one voice that Mrs. 
O’Connor had reported ihem to the matron fer having extra clothing upon them, and tha 
they bad been about to be searched after breakfast on that morning, and denied that they 
had had extra clothing on ; and several took up their clothes to show me that they had no . 
I said, If you have not extra clothing, why refuse to allow yourselves to be searched, and 
they said they would not allow themselves in any case to be searched ; they did not say by 
males, hut, as I understood, by Mrs. O’Connor, who appeared very unpopular amonc^s 
them. They did not then, or ai any time, say they had been attempted to be searched \ 
males; and I was amongst them, off and on, for an hour and a half. One of the gir s 
complained that her wrists were sore from being held by them by one of the wardmas ers 
during the riot in the morning. Teat was the only complaint they made to me as to a»y 
male officer. Mr. Place and I asked the master, could he point out the ringleaders, and e 
said he could not, the confusion was so great, and that they were all as bad, one as ie 
other; he could not particularise any of them. Afterwards wardmaster Maguire, Cunning- 
ham, and Mrs. O’Connor, gave the names of some, and pointed out others. I advise o 
have the police sent for, and to have those pointed out as most violent removed to 'the police 
station. I was present when the police came, and they removed, with great difficulty, si 
lat had been pointed out to them. One (Farrell, as I have heard since) threw herself down 
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and refused to walk, and commenced kicking her legs about. She said she would not walk. 
After the police removed the (as I recollect) seven girls, matters after some time, and after 
endeavourng to pacify them, quieted down. From what 1 saw and heard from the girls 
on the 7th, I was surprised that' misconduct was attributed to the officers. I was not in 
the hall at the breakfast-time, or when any aiteinpt was made to search. About 11 o’clock 
was the earliest hour I was in the hall on the 7th. 

John Byrne. 

Michael Foley , sworn. 

I am assistant-master of the workhouse. I recollect the 7th instant. I got a written 
order from the master to attend the dining-hall on that morning at about 9 o’clock. Half 
an hour previous to the breakfast, I got the order. I have not the order. I did not think it 
necessary to keep it. It said, Mr. Foley will please attend the women’s breakfast, and 
remain while the women are searching, or words to that effect. I accordingly went. It is 
not usual for me to attend the women’s breakfast. I was in the hall before the women came 
into the hall to their breakfast. The master came in then also, and we both stood at the 
round table in the centre of the hall. We remained so until the women had their breakfast 
taken. When grace was said, after breakfast, the master gUve directions to some of the 
female officers; I think Mrs. O’Connor was the person; that the women should be searched 
leaving the hall. Miss Morton and Mrs. O’Connor then commenced searching them as they 
left the hall, each person individually. When the female officers commenced searching, the 
master and l went to the round table and looked towards the gate, so as not to see the 
female officers searching the women. There was about a dozen of the women searched, 
when some of the girls at the end of the hall facing us, as we were looking there, cried out, 
“ a search, a search,” and then there was a general cry, and noise, and confusion in the 
hall. One of the girls, named Dalton, continued most disorderly and conspicuous in 
creating noise. I suggested to the master that she should be removed. After some time 
he desired me to do so. I then went over to her and took her by the arm, and said she 
must leave the hall. I did not attempt to search her for clothes; merely to remove her 
from the hall. She resisted me, and I then merely kept her where she was. She continued 
to create a disturbance, when the master came over to remove her. At this time the con- 
fusion in the hall was very great, and several of the girls came over to join Dalton. The 
master still endeavoured to remove Dalton, and I took hold of another girl, I do not know 
her name, to remove her from the hall. She was very violent. The master and I were then 
about uvo yards apart. There came over four or five girls to me. I then considered it un- 
advisable to try and remove them any longer. They caught hold of me, and pulled me. 
They did not strike me. I got a blow from a sorla-water bottle, and some tins were thrown 
from other parts of the hall. 1 then went to the master, and advised him to discontinue the 
search, as there was no probability of succeeding. I saw wardmaster Maguire trying to 
remove another girl. I saw a girl (Farrell) lying on the floor on the broad of her back. 
There were some of the male officers near her at the time, but I could not say who they 
were. The girl Farrell was lying on the floor, at about the length of this room from the 
window, in I)r. Grant’s room, on the right-hand side as you go up the hall. I saw the girl, 
Farrell, very violent, kicking, and her person, not quite up to her knees though, was 
exposed. I did not see any male officer attempt to search the person, or clothes ot females, 
for cloihes or anything. The only thing that I saw done by any of the male officers was 
to try and remove from the hall the more violent of the girls, who were trying to prevent 
the female officers from searching. The women, when the searching was discontinued, left 
the hall, ami then they commenced breaking the windows from the outside. I could not 
describe the nature of the search made by the female officers, as I turned my back while 
they were searclnnu. I did not hear what orders the female officers got for the searching, 
the kind or mode of search. I heard they were to be searched for double clothes. I turned 
round my back, because I did not see how the females could be searched for double clothes 
without turning up their clothes. I understood that any girls that were found with double 
clothes were to be kept in the hall, and then sent to the bath-room to be stripped ot them 
I disliked °- 0 ing into the hall that morning very much, as I dreaded the result of a search 
with so many women. I did not remonstrate with the master as to it. I did not see the 
person of any female exposed. The only female I saw with her clothes disturbed, or lying 
down, was Farrell, and her person was not exposed as high as her knees when I saw her. 
I did not see the slightest impropriety on the part of any of the male officers, or see them 
attempt to toss or turn up any of the females’ dress. I heard the master give no orders to 
the male officers. Dalton was exceedingly violent. I heard of no complaint as aeamst any 
of the officers, until l heard of the evidence at the petty sessions. I never heard any ot the 
girls say they were attempted to be searched by male officers. I heard them say they were 
going to be searched, and the men here (in the hall). I cannot swear so distinctly, but 1 
think I did. j w poUy 

Catherine O'Connor, sworn. 

1 am one of the wardmistresses of the workhouse. I recollect the 7th of last April. I 
wrote a report to the matron on the 6th instant, in the General Report Book of Officers, 
complaining of a girl, named Fyenes, being insubordinate, and having additional clothes on 
her. She told me to bring the girl before the master, and wrote across the report 
" referred to the master;” and she also told me that she had got pnvale information that 
other of the females had got extra clothes. She also stated that some days before she had 
desired Mrs. Kennedy to get the women searched, but that she had not done so. On the 
J & R morning 

39°. B 
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moraine of the 7th, I brought the report book, with the matron’s direction written on it, to 
the master, at about half-past eight o’clock, before breakfast. He told me to bring the girl 
before him! and I did so, and she told him that every girl in the yard (able-bodied house 
generally) had additional clothing ns well as herself; he then wrote observations across my 
report, and sent it back to the matron. She sent for Cunningham, and gave him some 
orders for the master. The master told me that there should be a search of the females that 
morning after their breakfast, and that l was to be one of the persons to search. He told 
me to stand at the door, and to put back any person going out that I suspected from their 
bulk, had extra clothes. He did not say how 1 was to feel their clothes. I always do so by 
feelim* clown the sides of the dresses. I did not turn up any of the dresses or clothes, 
only moved my hand down on the outside of the dress. About 50 old women passed out 
that I so felt their clothes. The girls we suspected were all in a group by themselves. The 
noise and cheering then commenced, and there was a rush to the door I was at, and I 
was pulled away by a woman completely into the yard, and no search was made for 
extra clothes after, while I was present. Miss Morton was at the door with me, also Mrs. 
Murphy, the lunatic keeper. After l was pushed out, the hall doors were shut, and I heard 
great riotin<r in the hall. No searching took place, except the feeling of the clothes, as I 
have stated^ while I was present, and no woman need have minded a man being by at 
what was done in the searching that I saw, namely, the feeling down the outside of the 
clothes, as I have stated. About an hour or an hour and a half after the riot in the hall, I 
was assaulted by some of the girls in the large female yard. Dalton was one of the most 
violent. I got two blows in the back, between my shoulders. 

Catherine O’Connor. 



April 23. 

Patrick Maguire, sworn. 

I am one of the wardsmen of the workhouse. I recollect the 7th instant. I went into 
the dining-hall on that morning at about half-past nine o’clock. I do not generally attend 
the dining-hall at breakfast time, only occasionally. I attended on the morning of the 7th 
from what I was told by the master. I met the master in the yard about nine o’clock ; 
he said, “ Maguire, you had best come down about the hall at the breakfast hour, in case you 
might be wanted.” I did some business of my own, and then came to the hall. When I 
came to the hall the breakfast was over, and some of the inmates were going out. When I 
arrived in the hall the master did not give me any instructions as to what J was to do. 
I remained standing inside the front door. I then saw wardmistress Murphy, O’Connor, 
and Morton standing at the back door, opposite from the one l was at. I saw the 
wardswomen putting their hands on the clothes of the women going out, and heard them 
say to some of them “ You must go back ; ” they said, “ You must go back to about ten,” 
and they went back. They felt the clothes with their hands, but did not lift them up ; 
those that were put hack then began to cry out that they were going to take off their 
bustles, or words to that effect. I remained standing for about eight or ten minutes. There 
was great shouting and veiling. There were nearly 300 in the hall at the time. I was 
looking towards the kitchen, and turned round ancl saw a girl named Dalton. She was 
trying to catch the master by the neck. The master was about nine yards from me at the 
time. He put her (Dalton) back every time she would approach him. She then got hold 
of the master, and they both fell between the forms. I remained standing still, until I saw 
a soda water bottle thrown just over the master’s head. I then went to his assistance (I did 
not see who threw the bottle), and before I arrived there were nearly 15 women on the top 
of him, and seeing who would catch hold of him, as appeared to me. Before I came to 
where the master was, Brady, the cook, came to the master, and we both pulled the women 
hack, and extricated the master, and enabled him to get up off the floor. The women 
would then rush on again. Some of them pulled each other down. I could not say how 
many were down ; they were down everywhere. Dalton was on the ground, and I went 
to try and persuade her to get up and go away. 1 used no force to try and get her to get 
up and go, though I was well kicked in the legs. On my oath, I did not lift up the clothes 
of Dalton to see if she had extra clothes on, or for anything else, or the clothes of any 
other girl. 1 saw no person or male officer search, or attempt to search, the persons, or 
disarrange the clothes of the women. On my oath, I got no orders to search any female. 
I do not know what clothing a female, by the rules, ought to have on her. I swear I did 
not lift up the clothes of Dalton, or anyone else, or see anyone do so. I saw the girls 
kicking about and tossing their clothes. I saw no exposure of their person. I saw no 
female with any exposure of person higher than their legs, below the knees. The glass then 
commenced breaking, and I went out to the yard. Sullivan was not with me when I was 
with and saw Dalton on the floor, as I have stated. The search I saw, as I have stated, 
by the ward mistresses, did not differ from the ordinary searches that takes generally place 
daily. I did not hear any women complain that they were searched in the presence of 
males. I did not chase any woman through the hall. I know of no reason for the out- 
break on the- 7th except the objection of the women to be searched. 

P. Maguire. 

1 was one of three who made the charges at the police-station against the girls who were 
sent there on the 7th. They were charged with riot and assault, and being of a party 
who broke glass windows in the dining hall. There was no charge to the effect by me 
that they refused to allow themselves (o be searched : none whatever. I did not state to 

the 
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the police, or anyone, that the girls, or any of them, refused to allow me to search them. 
The charges 1 made were taken down in writing, and signed by me. I did not mention a 
search, or anything about being engaged in a search with the girls, at the station, to the 
best of my recollection. After the evidence of Mr. Fox on the 9th, before the magistrates 
I saw the magistrate alter the punishment of seven days, in case of the least offenders to 
4$ hours. 



Jane J enhinson, sworn. 



P. Maguire. 



I am wife of the master of the workhouse. I recollect the 7th instant. On the morning 
of that day I was in the room with the window looking into the hall. When I first went 
to the window, the breakfast things were being removed, but the inmates had not left the 
hall. I had a view of the hall. I cannot swear I saw anything but where the master 
was. My whole attention was directed to where he was. I saw one woman on the around 
struggling. I cannot say I saw more than one; I do not know her name. She was on the 
opposite end of the hall from where I was, a little above the door. I saw her (the woman) 
struggle, as if to prevent herself from being taken out. I did not see her clothes dis- 
arranged. The master was there, and wardmaster Maguire, and the man cook. They were 
as I thought going to the assistance of the master. The girl was struggling with the 
master. I don’t recollect seeing the master on the ground. From seeing the platters 
fly, 1 was afraid the master might be struck by some of them. I did not see the master, or 
Maguire, or the cook lift up or attempt to examine or search the clothes of any woman. I 
saw the wardswoman at the door draw out the skirts of a woman as she was going out, just 
touch her skirls. I only saw this in one case. My servant was at the window with me, 
Jane Grierson. 

Jane Jenkinson. 

Michael Sullivan, Storekeeper, sworn. 



I recollect the 7th instant. I was in the dining-hall on that morning. I went there 

about half-past nine o’clock. The breakfast was over, but the inmates had not left the 

hall. I do not generally attend the hall at breakfast time. As I was going to my break- 
fast I met the master in the yard ; he told me he was after sending fur the female officers, 
as he was going to have a search by female officers for extra clothes, and directed me 
to attend. I went back to my office, and when I heard the uproar in the hall, went 

there. The master did not tell me 1 was to be employed in conducting the search, or 

to search. I did not see any one searched or attempted to be searched, by male or 
female. When I went into the hall I saw the master about the fifth or sixth table from 
the door at the right-hand side, surrounded by a quantity of young women, yelling and 
screaming; and as far as I could judge, wanting to tear the clothes off his back. The 
master was not attempting to searcli their clothes ; he was not doing anything to them, 
except trying to keep them off from attacking himself. Wardmaster Maguire, and Brady 
the cook, were assisting the master, trying to take the women from the master. I did not 
see the master thrown down; I saw Brady falling. I did not see Maguire or Brady 
attempt to search or examine the clothes of any woman. I did not run after or chase 
any of ihe girls or see anyone else do so. I saw a girl fall when Brady fell ; he had a hold 
of her by the wrists ; I only saw one girl on the floor. I was not standing over her ; I was 
in the centre of the hall, and she was between the table and the hall ; I was about six 
yards from her. I did not see her clothes tossed or her person exposed ; I only saw her 
falling. I did not see any females clothes examined or tossed, or their persons exposed. 
There' was a rush then to the yard, and the windows commenced being broken, and I went 
out to the yard to try and prevent this and disperse them. One woman struck me with a 
platter on the head in the hall. The riot had commenced when I went into the hall. 

Michael Sullivan. 



Francis Cunningham, sworn. 

I am one of the wardmasters of the workhouse. I recollect the 7th instant. I went to 
the hall at about seven o’clock on that morning. I attend in the hall generally every day 
at the breakfast and dinner of the inmates. I did not see Mrs. Dollard, the matron, that 
day ; the orders I received were from her servant. She told me that the matron desired 
me to go to the master and to tell him that she, the matron, wanted to have the women 
searched at breakfast hour, to see if they had extra clothing. 1 went to the master with 
that message, and he desired me to come back to the matron and inquire if she wished to 
have the search made on that day. I delivered that message to the matron s servant, who 
came back to me from the matron, and said that the matron said that the sooner it was 
done the better, and also for me to give word for all the female officers to be in attendance. 
I brought back that message to the master. The master then said it would be well to have 
Mr. Foley, the assistant-master, then present, and sent me with an order to Mr. Foley to be 
present. It was a written order. The words were, as far as I can recollect, “ Mr. Foley 
will please attend the dining-hall on this morning, to preserve order while the women are 
searching.” The women took their breakfast, as usual, and after the platters were collected, 
I rang the bell, as usual, for the purpose of saying grace, and did say it, and proceeded to 
let the women out, one table after another. When about five tables of women went out, 
who went out quietly, a general veil or cheer was set up in the hall, and they rushed out of 
their seats. The women of the 'five tables that I saw going out quietly were examined by 
the wardmistresses as they went out. They were examined by the wardmistress feeling on the 
sides of their dress, and as it were, lifting up a little, the petticoat. I did not see any 
B 2 exposure 
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exposure of person, or any examination of dress that would cause such. I think I saw one 
woman kept back by the wnrdmistress ; I don’t think in could have been kept back. When 
the yelling and rush from the seats took place, as I staled, the search at the door by 
the wardmistresses ceased, and the women were running through other like mad people. 
1 did not search, or attempt to search, any girl for clothes, and got no orders to do so. I 
did not see any male officer search or examine the clothes of any woman. I saw one girl, I 
think Farrell, rolling on the floor; Brady was holding her two hands. Her dress was not 
disturbed or her person exposed. She, Farrell, was the only person I saw on the floor. I 
was principally trying to get them out of the hall ; sometimes some of them would consent 
to go to the door, and then run back. I did not see the person of any woman in the hall 
exposed or her dress improperly tossed. 

It is my duty to get orders from the matron, and bring them to the master. It was her, 
the matron’s little servant girl, that brought me the matron’s orders on the ?th. She, the 
matron, was unwell. I heard the girls scree ching, “ They are searching, they are searching 
but I did not hear them say by male officers. When they so cried out, the master, 
assistant-master, and myself were the only male officers in the hall at the time. 

Francis Cunningham . 



April 24. 

Bridget lieuly, sworn. 

I am an inmate of the workhouse for the last six years. I recollect the Saturday before 
Easter Sunday last. I was in the dining-hall on that morning at breakfast. On my going 
out of the hall, there was a search made of my person. Jane Morton searched me. She 
lifted up my clothes from the end— first, the shimmey, and then the petticoat. She exposed 
my legs above my knees. She did not retain me in the hall. I saw others searched in the 
same way I was searched, before and after f. was searched. There were three tablesfull 
searched. I did not complain of being searched. I would have been served like the rest if 
I did. I saw male officers in the hall — Foley, Maguire, and Brady, and the master and 
Blakemore. Foley, Maguire, and the master and Blakemore were in the hall when the 
search commenced. Brady and Sullivan came in while it was going on. Part of the male 
officers were standing at the- round table — the uiasterand Foley — and they never took theireyes 
off the women while they were searching. When we have been searched for vessels, we were 
searched at the edge of the door. We were searched between the table and the door, and 
were.drawn nearer to the male officers than when we were searched for vessels, on the 7th. 
I never was so searched for clothes before. They were going to search us before, but Mr. 
Delaney came in, a guardian, and when he saw the excitement of the women at being 
searched before male officers, he at once had it stopped. I had no objection to be searched, 
but I did, and do object to be searched before male officers. I. heard the women cry out, 
“A search, a search ; put out the male officers.” 1 sat with the old women. I am 55 years 
of age. The male officers were not put out. I did rn.t see a male officer search a woman, 
but I saw them standing by while they were searched. A riot commenced at the adult end 
of the hall, and spread down to the dieters on bread diet. The poor old women were cry- 
ing. It then spread to the young women. Dalton cried out that she would not let herself 
he searched. Many of the women cried out that they would not let thermelves be searched 
before the male officers, it was too disgraceful. We might submit to it, but the young would 
not submit to it. From what I saw uf the search, I say, as a woman, that it would have 
been highly improper for the young women to have submitted to such a search before the 
male officers. After I left the hall, after being searched as I have stated, I came back to 
the hall where 1 have to work. I do be cleaning it with other women. I was only a few 
minutes absent when I came back. When I came back, I saw the master in handy-grips 
with a girl named Dalton. Maguire was there also, and went to help hold him with Dalton. 
I saw them catch Dalton by the clothes on her breast and drag her behind the table. She 
was a long time between them. She was on the floor, and her head leaning against 
Maguire’s legs. Her person was exposed, and her clothes tossed. What the master and 
Maguire did not do, Brady completed. He threw her down as she was getting up, and 
pulled the clothes completely over her head. You could see the vice bag on her back, some 
article they wear, made of the rice bags. I saw the rice bag on Dalton. It was over the 
shimmey, and next to it. She was indecently exposed. I saw Ler legs, and knees, and 
more. I was so disgusted that 1 turned my back. I did not see any of the male officers 
lift up Dalton’s clothes one by one. I saw Dalton trying to cover herself and put down her 
clothes. There were young girls about Dalton, trying to take her from the male officers. 
This was before she was thrown down. When she was down there were none but the 
male officers near or over her. I saw no woman strike at the master or any male officer. 
I was not looking at the master. It was a disgraceful sight for any one to see. I did not 
see Mr. Byrne in the hall. I left the hall about 11 o’clock, and went to the workroom, 
my proper place after the hall is done up. I did not notice Dalton until I saw the master 
take hold of her, but I heard her say she would not allow herself to be searched. She 
said this out loud. She was not shouting on the 7th, when the women were searching, as 
I have stated. I did not see any of the male officers turn round their backs. I was sitting 
at one of the tables that were searched. There were three tables searched. I heard the 
master say that he would have the women charged if they did not stop their noise. The 
master was the first officer I saw lay hold of any woman. > The women at the door who 

commenced 
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commenced the search were wardmistress O’Connor, Jane Morton, female storekeeper; 
Mrs. Murphy, the lunatic keeper; nurse M'Loughlin. When the riot was going on the 
male officers allowed the women to leave the hall, only the girls they were in hold of. 
The first women who fled out of the hall were the female officers, who were searching at the 
door. I did not hear any of the officers beg or implore the women to go out of the 
hall quietly. I saw the officers drag and abuse them. I saw a male officer kick at Dalton, 
but who he was I could not personally tell. I saw Dalton put down her foot, but can’t say 
it was to kick. 

Bridget 
her x mark 

Witness, C. G. Otway, Healy. 

Bridget O’Neill, sworn. 

I am an inmate of the workhouse for seven years. I was in the dining-hall on the 
morning of the Saturday before Easter last. I was not searched on that morning, for it 
stopped before it came to my table turn to go out. I sat at about the middle of the hall, 
on the right side as you go in. I saw the female officers at the doors search the women 
going out first from the near table to the door. There were about three or four tables 
searched. The female officers I saw lifting up the women’s clothes as they went out, first 
their petticoat, and then their under petticoat. The male officers were standing at the round 
table. I did not see them turning round their backs when the searching was going on. I 
saw the master, the under-master, and the wardsmasters, Cunningham and Maguire, 
standing at the round table. Loud talking soon commenced, as the women were not willing 
to be searched before the male officers. I heard them say so, and I heard them say they 
were willing to be searched up in the workroom, with the females. I did not see any male 
officer attempt to search any female. I went out after the dragging commenced in the hall. 
Before I went out, I saw two girls on the ground — Dalton and, I think, Farrell. Male 
officers were standing over Dalton. Brady, the cook, and Sullivan, the storekeeper, were 
next to Dalton when she fell. I saw girls go to assist Dalton. I saw Anne Sullivan, in 
particular, go to assist her, and others likewise. The master was the first officer I saw 
havino- hold of Dalton. I saw Brady pulling Dalton, and throwing her down between the 
forms? I did not see Brady pull up her clothes, but in the fall over the forms her clothes 
were pulled up. Her legs were indecently exposed. I did not see any one kick at her, or 
she kick at any one. The next thing I saw was, a rush out of the hall, and I went out, not 
exactly with the rush, but when they were partly out; and when I went into the yard, I saw 
Maguire holding a woman with his hands twisted in her hair, and he dragging her. Ardma 
Millar was thatwoman’s name. I was not speaking to her since. I heard her go up to 
Maguire on the 7th, and ask him (Maguire) what was the reason he pulled the girls so hard 
in the hall, and was so cruel towards them. He made her no answer, but twisted his hands 
in the hair of her head and pulled her. This was in the morning before the police came. 
I was not there when the police came. I then went away to my own ward, the workroom, 
I am aged 76. There was no shouting or yelling until the master took hold of Dalton. I 
heard the master give orders for silence, and say he would make an example of any woman 
that that did not keep silence. I could not say that the search I saw by the female officers 
on the 7 th was of such a nature as that a male officer should not see they lifted the 
clothes gently, as high as the knees, but not higher. I never had a daughter or son, but 
if I had had a daughter, I would object to have her so searched before men. 1 heard 
the eirls sav they objected to be searched before men. I saw some of the same women 
and o iris submit to be quietly searched before Mrs. Blakemore, the workm.stress, and 
Mrs "Rice, the laundress, in the female workroom. The search was made in the dming-hall. 



women to rescue Dalton, when he called the wardsmaster to help to take her away. I did 
not see the master on the ground. I saw many girls round the master, pressing on him to 
try and rescue one another. I never heard of any bad feelmg against the master, or a bad 
word said against him in the house. Bridget 

her x mark 

Witness, C. G. Otway. ® Neill. 

Catherine Bergin, sworn. 

I will be an inmate of the workhouse for threeyears in May. I recollect the 7 th instant 
the day before Easter Sunday. 1 was at the breakfast on that morning. 1 was not searched 
when 1 was going out. The searching was done then. When I was going out, I saw 
Three or four lorn! n searched as they were going out of the hall I saw nurse Ml hough in 
three or 10 , ...... her rising up tee petticoats, not higher than the knee. The-master 

8 T Sr master wereltanding b®y at the found table, ancfMr. Maguire, and tbe cook out 
7 ttak&CT and Sullivan They were standing straight fornint the door as the women 
ot the kitcnen, turned to the women going out. There were 

rri S ZVlre^a T nfourih^ When the cry of - search,” ftoiu one little girl, I 
think Nanny Sullivan was her name, arose, and the nurse that was searching at the door, 
tbi , , 1 7 master then take hold of a girl by the clothes, at her breast, and chuck 

STVS6 " TeThrtV down on thftooZ I then saw Magume and tlmcook, 

39°: B 3 
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Brady, come and kick the girl on the floor. I think she was Dalton. Her bosom was 
exposed, and clothes up about her legs. Every hit of her was exposed, except just about 
her waist. The master, and Maguire, and Brady, and Sullivan, and Foley were standino- 
over Dalton. I did not see the master kick her. I did not see the master on the floor. 
I saw Mr. Sullivan give a girl a box on the mouth, and cut her, and make her bleed. I then 
began to cry, and thought we would all be massacred before we went out. I then shortly got 
out and I seen no more. I saw no windows broke. I went to the class yard, and I heard the 
master order us all to be locked in in it. We prevented the door from being shut and 
got out. I heard the master swear by Our Lord that he would put any woman in prison 
that would say a word out of her mouth. I did not tell any one that I heard the master 
so swear. No one told me I was to be examined here to-day. My name was taken 
down by a man. I don’t know his name. It was not Mr. Place or Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox 
never spoke a word to me. I never saw the man before. It was in the chapel he took my 
name. He asked me no questions but my name. He was an inmate of the workhouse, and 
had the workhouse dress on him. 



Witness, C. G. Otway. 



Ardina Millar, sworn. 



Catherine 
her + mark 
Bergin. 



I am an inmate of the workhouse 13 years. I recollect the 7th instant. I was in the 
hall at breakfast on that day. I saw the first table that left the hall searched on that day. 
Mrs. Murphy and Miss Morton searched them. I was not searched. I saw Mrs. Murphy 
raise up the women’s petticoats as far as their knees. The male officers were all standino- 
at the round table. They were looking towards the door where the search of the women 
was ; they had not their backs turned. 

1 only saw one table searched. The women began to roar when they seen the search, 
and ciied out to have put out the male officers', that they would not have themselves 
searched before them. The male officers were not put out. The women were about to 
leave the tables, and the master said if they left the table, he would make an example of 
them. I was quite near the master. I did not hear the master curse or swear. Lizzy 
Dalton then stood up in the hall and screeched, and said she would not allow herself to be 
searched while the male officers were in the hall. 1 saw the master catch hold of her. He 
was the first man that laid hands on a woman in it. He threw her down on the floor: 
the form fell on top of her. I did not see the master strike or kick her, or lift the 
form ofi her. Her clothes were disturbed nearly over her head, and her wrapper torn 
open, and her breast exposed. Maguire was convenient to the master at that time. I 
then saw Maguire catch hold of Nanny Sullivan and throw her down. I saw him kick her 
when she was down ; she was kicking and struggling ; she was trying to cover her person ; 
she was not as much exposed as Dalton. The windows then commenced breaking, and the 
women rushed out of the hall, and I made out when every one was making out. When the 
windows commenced breaking, I saw Brady and Blakemore standing on one of ihe hall 
tables. I left Dalton in the hall when I went out. The master said for the wardmasters to 
leave the hali, and to catch the persons breaking the windows, and then all the women got 
out of the hall. I then saw Dalton in the class yard. Mr. Maguire had a hold of her by 
the neck, and was knocking her up against the wall. I said it was a shame to treat her so, 
and that he had children of his own. He then let Dalton out, and caught hold of me by 
the hair and pulled me. One of the women came up and took me from him. He hurt me 
much, and pulled some of the hair out of my head. I am in the laundry department. I 
would object to be searched, as I saw the women searched going out of the door. I never 
was in the school here. 



Witness, C. G. Otway. 



Eliza Dalton, sworn. 



Ardina 
her x mark 
Millar . 



I am an inmate of the workhouse 11 years. I think I am now 18 years of age. I was 
only out of the workhouse three months and three days in that time; I was at a situation 
that time. I recollect the 7th instant. I was in the hall on that day at breakfast. I saw 
the women commenced to be searched as they were going out of the hall by wardmistress 
U Conner and Mrs. Murphy. The men were standing by about a yard and a half — 
i laguire and Sullivan from where the women were searching. The master was standing 
rVi 6 'w i! 3 ? 6 anc ^ Mr. F°Iey; Cunningham was letting the women out from their 
tables. We all began to cheer when we saw women searched, and that the men would not 
go away W e said it was a shame for the men to be there while the women were searched, 
and for the men to go away; and we said we would not allow ourselves to be searched 
winle the men were there. Then Mr. Jenkinson said, “Silence, you ruffians, or I will 
make an example of every one of you;” and then I said he dare not do that; and that 
though we were mendicants and in the South Dublin Workhouse, that we were not to be 
heated in so barbarous a manner. He said, “ Come out of that,” and I refused. He then 
£ aU vii of ine ail( ^ dragged me by the bosom of the wrapper; it opened; I had no 

handkerchief, and my breast was exposed. Mr. Foley commenced to drag another girl, 
? n , . : mast er dragged me. 1 was pulling- away from the master, and there was a bucket 
enind me and I fell over it, and the clothes came over my head. I then got up, and some 
o he male officers threw me down. I could not tell which of them. I was then held 
own by Mr. Brady, and prevented from getting up ; he held me down by the hands. My 

hands 
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hands were over my head, and I could not tell if my dress was disturbed. I knew my 
dress was up, but I could not rightly tell how far. I was crying at the time when Brady 
let me out. I staid still, silting on the floor. I was not able to get up, and while I was 
sitting, Mr. Maguire gave me a kick in the back. He first caught me and dragged me as 
I was sitting on the ground. The girls all then gathered round Maguire after he kicked 
me, and then he left me. The girls then carried me out of the hall bleeding from the 
mouth, and one arm in my wrapper, the other arm not. The girls then carried me to the 
corner of the women’s yard, and put on my wrapper. Maguire then came at me again. 
I was sitting down, and all the girls round me. I was not able to speak. He (Maguire) 
reached across to drag me ; he did not knock my head against the wall, and Ardina Millar 
went to save me from him, and he caught her by the hair. I heard the master say by his 
God in the hall just as the noise first commenced. When I was sitting down in the hall, 
before I was turned out to the yard, Mr. Brady lilted up my clothes, and began to reckon 
them, and put them down one by one. I had only one petticoat on me. 

Eliza Dalton. 



Copy. — A 1. 

My dear Mr. Place, 7 April 1860. 

Haying been an eye-witness of the abominable transaction which took place in the hall 
this day, I think it my duty to inform you that if there be an investigation into the affair, 
I would wish to give testimony of all that I saw; for anything to equal the indecent and 
unchristian conduct of the men officers of this house I never witnessed, and I hope it never 
will be witnessed again in thi§ or any other land. I feel bound to state this, though I am 
far from desiring to defend the conduct of the unfortunate and misguided girls who were 
the victims of the obscene and abominable exhibition which took place; and nothing could 
tempt me to desire to put myself forward in the matter but an absolute conviction of duty, 
for the sight I have just witnessed has so completely unnerved me, that I am quite sick and 
faint, and can hardly hold the pen. 

Believe me, &c. 

(signed) Laurence Chas. Prideaux Fox, o.m., 

R. O. Chaplain, S. D. Union. 



Copy. — A 2. 

My dear Mr. Place, South Dublin Union, 12 April I860. 

I beg 10 remind you that I am prepared to give important evidence should the inves- 
tigation take place at the Board to-day. 

Yours, &c. 

(signed) Laurence Chas. Prideaux Fox, o.m. 



Copy of Report referred to in Mr. Jenkinson’s Evidence. 

Madam, 6 April 1860. 

I report Bridget Fiens for being noisy and disorderly, and using improper language to 
me when spoken to. I also report her for having more clothes on her than what is allowed. 

(signed) C. O'Connor . 

To the Matron. 

Referred to the master. (signed) J. Dollard. 



7 April 1860. 

For her language and conduct, she is to he put to work (as the matron may think fit) for 
two hours extra for two days, and her milk stopped. 

C. J. Jenkinson. 



It appears that this girl has part of another petticoat on her, which she cannot properly 
account for; but she states several girls have the same, and the female officers should see 
to it and report all. 

C. J. Jenkinson. 



No. 7 . 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

South Dublin Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 2 May 1860 . 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have received Mr. Otway’s report communicating the evidence taken by him in 
the recent inquiry regarding the riotous conduct 0! some ot the female inmates of 
the South Dublin workhouse. 

390. b 4 The 
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Tlie Commissioners send herewith, for the information of the Board of 
Guardians, a copy of the evidence referred to, from which it appears that the 
riot took place in the dining-hall after the conclusion of the breakfast meal, on 
the occasion of a personal search being made at the desire of the matron, to 
ascertain whether any of them had articles of clothing upon them not given out 
by authority from the workhouse stores, and which, therefore, they must have 
obtained possession of in an improper manner. 

It appears to the Commissioners that the master committed no excess of 
authority in directing this search to he made, on the requisition of the matron. 
Whether the proceeding in itself was a judicious one, or was judiciously con- 
ducted, may be the subject of doubt. It is certainly to be regretted that the 
matron, who instigated the search, was not herself present, since the result might 
have been quite different, and less repugnance might probably have been shown 
to a search made under her immediate direction, without interference by the 
master or other male officers, except in support of her authority when occasion 
for it should arise. 

Mrs. Dollard’s absence is excused by illness, but nothing appears on the 
inquiry to show that any urgency existed for the search being made on the 
particular day in question ; but it is proved that Mrs. Dollard, in reply to an 
inquiry from the master on this point, requested it might take place at once, 
although she was unable to attend it. This is not the first occasion on which 
the Commissioners have had to regret Mrs. Dollard’s absence from her post, 
when the maintenance of order and discipline among the female inmates was in 
question. 

It must also be observed, that the very nature of this proceeding implies some 
systematic failure on the part of the matron to protect tire union clothing from 
being improperly obtained and used by the female inmates. 

The Commissioners think there is no reason to blame the conduct of Mr. 
Jenkinson, the master, for the manner in which the search was conducted in 
the matron’s absence. It is • satisfactorily shown to have been conducted by 
female officers alone, and that no male officer took any part in searching any 
of the inmates, and that the search made by the female officers was not of such 
a nature as to make it improper for the male officers to be present for their 
support and protection. 

The presence, however, of the male officers seems to have been taken advan- 
tage of as a pretext for refusing to he searched by some of the more refractory 
inmates, and a riotous attack was suddenly made upon the master himself, on his 
endeavouring to assert his authority and keep order in the hall. 

From this time forth it appears that no searching at all took place withi 1 * 
the hall, the male officers and female inmates being involved in one scene o* 
tumult and confusion. 

Evidence is given by some of the inmates regarding very rough treatment by 
some of these officers, but it is difficult to say that unnecessary violence was 
used by any of them in their exertions to assist the master in support of his 
authority. 

The steps ultimately taken by the master to call in the police, and place the 
most active of the riotous in custody, and his subsequent prosecution of them 
before the police magistrate, appear to the Commissioners to have been perfectly 
proper proceedings on the part of the master, and they trust that the punishment 
indicted may have the effect of vindicating and sustaining his authority over the 
inmates of the workhouse. 

The course adopted by the Rev. Mr. Fox, the Roman Catholic chaplain, on 
this occasion, requires particular notice. „ 

It appears that having heard of the intended search, he went to the room o 
Dr. Grant, the resident medical officer, and from a closed window overlooking 
the closed windows of the dining hall, observed some part of the proceedings 
■within the hall after the riot had commenced. Mr. Fox appears to hate been 
at that time under the mistaken impression that what he saw occurred m t le 
prosecution of a search for under-clothing on the persons of the female mma e=, 
conducted by the male officers of the workhouse; and he has described tie 
conduct of those officers as “ scandalous,” “ abominable,” and “ obscene, sta rag 
that they threw the clothes of two young women, whom he saw them searc ing, 
over their heads, exposing their persons most indecently. To this e “ ec . . , 
appears to have made a deposition before the convicting magistrates, 
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occasioned a material alteration of the sentence, and to the same effect he deposed 
on the inquiry made by Mr. Otway. 

It is needless to say that if such conduct were proved against any male officer 
of the workhouse, the Commissioners would at once remove him ; ‘but they are 
enabled t.o acquit every officer engaged on the occasion of any act of indecency 
of the kind described. At the time of Mr. Fox’s observation from the window 
the character of the riot appears to have been extremely serious, and the mind of 
every officer engaged in quelling it must, from the descriptions given by those 
present, have been filled with considerable alarm and anxiety as to the con- 
sequences, excluding the possibility of any motive to such conduct as that which 
Mr. Fox has ascribed to them. 

The witnesses brought forward by Mr. Fox in support of his charge were 
female inmates, some of whom were themselves engaged in the tumult; but 
these do not depose to any acts of searching on the part of the male officers, 
with the exception of Eliza Dalton, the foremost and principal rioter, whose own 
account is that her person became exposed, as described by Mr. Fox, in conse- 
quence of her falling over a bucket in her struggle with the. master. Dalton 
states that the officer, Brady, afterwards reckoned her clothes, turning them over 
as she sat on the floor, but she does not state that he exposed her person ; and 
this, if it took place, could scarcely be the proceeding alluded to in Mr. Fox’s 
evidence. 

It is strenuously denied, on the part of the officers, that any searching took 
place by them, or by any of them, and none of the inmates, except Dalton, 
accuse them of doing so. and she does not charge any of them with the indecent 
exposure of her own person, or that of any other inmate. 

The course adopted by the Rev. Mr. Fox, and, so far as the Commissioners are 
informed, persevered in by him, is eminently calculated to destroy discipline and 
to subvert the authority of the muster and other officers over the inmates of the 
workhouse. 

The acquittal of those officers from the charge of grossly indecent conduct 
towards the female inmates, although founded on satisfactory testimony, can have 
little effect in restoring their moral influence over the inmates so long as an 
officer, in such a position as that of the Roman Catholic chaplain, maintains 
against them a charge of that description ; and the Commissioners cannot con- 
sent to be responsible for the ulterior consequences which may arise from the 
continuance of such a state of things in so large a workhouse. 

The Commissioners will take no step, however, until they have before them 
any views which the guardians may be disposed to express on the subject of the 
recent proceedings ; and they suggest to the guardians to take the evidence into 
consideration at a future meeting, and in the meantime to place the Rev. Mr. 
Fox and Mrs. Dollard, the matron, respectively, in possession of the view of 
their conduct herein communicated, and give them the opportunity of making 
any statement to the Board, in explanation, which they may wish to make. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

‘ B. Banks, 

To the Clerk, South Dublin Union. Chief Clerk, 



No. 8. 

(No. 10,424/60.) 

Extract from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 3d May 1860. 

Read letter No. 10,040, dated 2d May 1860, transmitting a copy of the evi- 
dence taken by Mr. Otway on the recent inquiry regarding the riotous conduct 
of some of the female inmates, and suggesting that the guardians should take 
same into consideration, and place the Reverend Mr. Fox and Mrs. Dollard 
respectively in possession of the views taken by the Commissioners, and give 
them the opportunity of making an explanation to the Board. 

Ordered , That the letter and evidence be considered this day fortnight, and in 
the meantime that both be printed, and a copy sent to each guardian. 



390. C 
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No. 9. 

(No. 11,536.) 

Extrac t from the Guardians’ Minutes, dated 17 May 1860. 

The letter of the Poor Law Commissioners of the 2d instant (which, with the 
evidence therein referred to was printed, and a copy furnished to each guardian,) 
was then considered ; a copy was also furnished to the matron, and also to the 
Roman Catholic chaplain, for the purpose of placing those officers in possession 
of the Commissioners’ views in reference to their conduct on the occasion of the 
riotous proceedings of certain female inmates which formed the subject of the 
sworn inquiry, and to give them an opportunity of offering an explanation to the 
Board. 

The following letter from Mrs. Dollard was read, and ordered to be inserted on 
the Minutes: — 

“ To the Guardians of the South Dublin Union. 

‘‘Gentlemen, South Dublin Union, 16 May 1850. 

“ I received, by your order, a copy of the letter of the Poor Law Commissioners, con- 
taining their remarks upon the report furnished to them by their inspector, Mr. Otway, 
relative to the inquiry recently held by him into the riot in the dining-hall of the 
workhouse. 



lowing for your consideration : — Owing to my 
examined, and therefore had not the opportunity to place before Mr. Otway the facts which 
relate to the part I had in the proceedings. 

“You, gentlemen, are aware, by the report of your own medical officer, that before and 
during the occurrence which rendered inquiry necessary, I was seriously ill, and confined to 
my room, and am still far from recovered, and was under leave of absence from duty by 
your order, notwithstanding which I persevered in remaining in the house at very great 
peril to my health ; and I may state that when the report reached me from the master that 
several of the women had improperly possessed themselves of articles of clothing, [ was 
Confined to my room and unable to leave it. You will, therefore, perceive that it was. 
impossible for me to be present on the occasion of the examination at the dining-hall. 

“ But, notwithstanding my sickness, I exerted myself to the utmost of my ability, and 
beyond my ability, to do or cause to be done whatever was proper and possible in order to 
maintain discipline and to protect the property of the union. The facts respecting my part 
in the affair are as follows : — 

“ I had information that si me of the laundry women and others had obtained by improper 
means from the laundry extra outside petticoats, which for the purpose of their dress they 
added to that allowed them by the house regulations. 

“ On the 4th of April I informed Mrs. Kennedy (who you are aware was directed to 
take charge of my depaitments, and was doing my duty during my illness) of what I had. 
heaid, and requested her to insped the women, and to ascertain if this was the case, and 
if so, to report it. The following day, 5th of April, I mentioned to wardmistress O’Connor 
the information which had reached me, and inquired of her from where the extra clothing 
could be taken, and in reply, she stated it must be from the laundry- I desired her to 
observe if any of the women had any extra clothing, and to report. She expressed herself 
reluctant to interfere, as she considered her life would be in danger by doing so, but the 
hall, where assistance would be near, was the fittest place for such observation. I admo- 
nished her that if any loss of the union property resulted by her neglect, X would report 
her to the Board. 

“ On the next day wardmistress O’Connor reported a pauper woman named Bridget 
Fyannes for disorderly conduct, and for having more clothing than allowed by the house. 
Bring unable myself to see the woman, I, according to the directions formerly given io me 
by Air. Crawford, and by the Board, referred her to the master. He, after he had made 
the inquiry, wrote across the report that Fyannes ‘ had pait of an extra petticoat, and that 
she stated that several girls had the same.’ 

“ On ihe 7th of April, about half-past eight o’clock, a.m., on reading the remarks of the 
master on ihe report regarding Fyannes, which I had referred to him on the previous day, 
that n number of girls had extra over-pettic oats, I sent word by wardmaster Gunningbami 
to tin- muster that I thought they ought to be searched. Wardmaster Cunningham in reply 
brought me the following message from the master to know, * Did I think- they ought to 
be searched on that day? — to which I replied, * The sooner the property of the union was. 
looked sifter the better j’ and I also desired the female officers to attend the examination. 

“ It is proper to remark, respecting the search, that the only examination necessary to be 
made was the ordinary one, which has been in use for many years, and is of daily oc ® u ^*" 
rence — viz., an examination, by the female officers, of the women on leaving the dining-hall, 
to prevent the removal of tins, provisions, &c. ; and I have no reason to believe that any 
other search was intended, or w as in fact attempted to be made. 

« Therefore, 
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“ Therefore, as respects the search or examination, my only concern with it was as above 
stated. I he master asked my advice, which, as was my duty, I gave to him, he having 
lull right and authority to accept or reject it, according to his own sense of duty. 

“ I beg further to remark that, had I advised the master not to make the examination, or 
to postpone it, I would have involved both him and myself (were he to adopt my advice) in 
a responsibility for which we would deserve censure ; nay, more, we would be responsible 
m a pecuniary sense for the deficiency of the stock of the house, both beino- bound, 
personally, and by sureties, for any property of the house lost by our neglect. ° 

“ The foregoing is a plain and truthful statement of my concern in the transaction to 
which the Commissioners letter refers, and which, had I been able to appear before 
Mr. Otway, I would have solemnly deposed to, and proved by the corroborating testimony 
of those whom I have named. 1 

“ I beg to remark, that it will appear manifest from the foregoing statement, that it was 
impossible that I could have attended at the examination made in the dining-hall, or taken 
a part personally in it to discover those who. had articles of clothing upon them, namely, 
outside petticoats obtained in an improper manner. 

“ I have to state, in my own vindication, that the remark in the Commissioners’ letter 
that the necessity for the search ordered on the occasion referred to in their Utter, 'implies 
some systematic failure on the part of the matron to protect the union clothing from being 
improperly obtained and used by female inmates,’ is not, I respectfully submit, deserved by 
me; and I feel satisfied that if the Commissioners understood all the facts of the case, and 
my conduct as an officer, that the above observation would not appear in their lei ter. I 
have held the responsible and arduous office of matron from the opening of the house in 
1840, a period of 20 years, during which I have endeavoured to discharge my duties 
with faithful efficiency for the benefit of the inmates, and to deserve the approval of the 
guardians and the Poor Law Commissioners; and I beg to state that my efforts have not 
been in vain, as l have had the gratification of being commended for my attention to the 
duties of my office; and I am enabled to state, that during the many years of my connexion 
with your union, your minutes do not contain a single instance of disapprobation of my con- 
duct, or of the loss of one penny by my default or neglect. 

“ 1 he misappropriation of the property to Which the Commissioners’ letter refers, so far 
as I am aware, may be traced to the laundry department; if so, it will be recollected that I 
repeatedly reported to the Board the inefficiency of the person now in charge of that 
responsible department, and Mr. Otway is aware of my having done so, for he was present 
at least on two occasions when the subject was before the Board; and therefore I submit 
that 1 do not deserve censure resulting from a cause beyond my control. 

“ The Commissioners’ letter states that the present is ‘not the first occasion on which 
they have had to regret Mrs. Dollard’s absence from her post when the maintenance of 
order and discipline among the female inmates was in question.’ 

“ The first and only occasion of my absence thus referred to occurred about three years 
past, and your chairman and other members of your Board, who witnessed a similar instance 
of violence and insubordination, will remember that it was of such a nature as to render it 
unfit for any female to interfere, or indeed to be present, so indecent was the language and 
conduct of those refractory girls. Without hearing and seeing what transpires on occasions 
such as above referred to, it is not possible that you, gentlemen, or the Poor Law Commis- 
sioners, can conceive how unsuitable it is for female officers to be present; and now it is 
only of necessity the male officers and the police have to be present, and even they find it 
difficult to subdue riot, and feel it contrary to propriety to be obliged to be present on such 
occasions. 

“ I may also remark, that on many occasions, when those misguided women have been 
before your Board, their conduct has been most disrespectful and defiant, and membeis of 
your Board who have addressed to them kind advice, have been insolently replied to by 
them. 

“Also, it is necessary that I should remind you that the ringleaders of the unhappy in- 
subordinates referred to in this letter are notorious for their reckless conduct out of the 
workhouse, as also in it. Some of them have been repeatedly in prison for crimes com- 
mitted in the city, and for crimes committed in the workhouse, such as assaults with violence, 
robbery, and setting fire to the house; and you are aware that I was on one occasion 
violently assaulted by a blow on my head from a bottle, which placed my life in danger, 
and left me for a very lengthened period in extremely delicate health. The culprit was 
questioned, first before the magistrate, and afterwards when on her trial before the judge, if 
1 had given her any cause fur the outrage of which she was accused; she confessed that I 
had not, but, on the contrary, I had been always kind to her and the poor women in her 
class. 

“l am aware, gentlemen, of your knowledge of the facts referred to in this letter, never- 
theless I feel it to be necessary to remind you of them, that you may take into consideration 
the very great difficulties connected with my official duties, and also that you may judge 
whether or not I have acted to deserve your favour and approbation. 

“ Hoping that this explanation may prove satisfactory to you and to the Poor Law Com- 
missioners, 

“lam, &c. 

(signed) “ Jane Dollard” 

390. C 2 Moved 
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Moved bv Mv. Byrne, seconded by Mr. Price, and resolved unanimously:— 

That the explanation of the matron, now read, is perfectly satisfactory, and the 
statements therein contained strictly correct, and that after having carefully read 
over the evidence, and the Poor Law Commissioners’ letter, both of which have 
been printed by order of this Board, we cannot discover a single line therein to 
warrant the expressions in the said letter referring to her. Neither can we dis- 
cover in the long, highly efficient, and faithful discharge of duty by that officer, 
any excuse for such implied censure of her, and that the matron having con- 
tinuously for years deserved and enjoyed our fullest confidence, we do not see 
even a shadow of rea-on for its withdrawal from her ; but on tile contrary, we 
again reiterate our full approval of her conduct in reference to the matter of the 
late investigation, as weli as her general discharge of duty ; and that the clerk 
do furnish her with a copy of this resolution, as a further addition to her already 
numerous testimonials. 

The following letter from the Rev. L. C. P. Fox, Roman Catholic Chaplain, 
in reference to the Commissioners’ letter, and the evidence of the witnesses there- 
in referred to, was then read : — 

« gj r South Dublin Union, 16 May 1860. 

“I have to acknowledge the receipt of a printed copy of the letter from the Poor Law 
Commissioners, dated 2 d“instant, in reference to the inquiry recently held by Mr. Otway, 
into the riotous conduct of some of the female inmates of the South Dublin workhouse, to 
which has been appended the evidence given by all the witnesses in the case before the Poor 
Law Inspector. 1 perceive that the Commissioners, in their letter, express their wish that 
I should be informed of the view which they have taken of my conduct, and that an oppor- 
tunity might thus he given to me of making any explanation to the Board of Guardians that 
I might ihink necessaiy. As I have been informed by the clerk to the Board, in a letter 
dated 4th instant, that these documents will he taken into consideration by the Board, at 
their meeting of to-morrow, 1 beg you will have the goodness to lay before them this, my 
letter to you°as the only explanation (to use the Commissioners’ word) that 1 deem it neces- 
sary or desirable to offer. In giving that explanation, which is evidently expected from me, 

I might, if I pleased, repeat, and perhaps even more circumstantially, and at greater length, 
the evidence given by me on oath before the Poor Law Inspector, in the board-room of the 
guardians, on April 20th. I might also sift the evidence given by some of the male 
officers, and exhibit the numerous discrepancies in their statements, but I prefer to confine 
myself to the letter of the Poor Law Commissioners, inasmuch as it will enable me to allude 
so far as it may be necessary to the above-mentioned subjects. It is difficult to believe 
that the Commissioners have’done much more than seen the evidence which had been 
given, as their letter contains so many of what I must call mis-statements, even as to matters 
of fact, not to speak of what they must pardon me for calling its false and illogical assump- 
tions. They say that it appears that having heard of the intended search, he (the Rev. Mr. 
Fox) went to the rooms of Dr. Grant, &c. Now, there is nothing in any of the evidence to 
warrant this assumption. On the contrary, although I had been told by one of the female 
officers that a search was about to be made, I did not anticipate a riot, nor did I imagine 
it my duty to interfere. I therefore went to Dr. Grant’s house to visit a sick lady there, 
with whom I remained for some time, until the uproar in the hall below became so tre- 
mendous, that I left her room to go to that other room which has the closed window, 
communicating with the hall itself, from whence I witnessed the scenes which I have 
sworn to in my evidence. From the evidence given by all parties, I am willing to 
believe that the search for clothing was not actually made at the commencement by the 
male officers, though there can be no manner of doubt that the women were searched by 
the female officers in the presence of the male officers, and within a yard or two of 
them; the male officers looking on during the time, and ready to do it themselves, it 
necessary, as may be concluded by that scene which took place after the flight of the 
female officers, wherein I witnessed the deliberate manner in which the clothes of the 
girl on the ground were handled by the storekeeper, Sullivan, and the wardmaster, Maguire, 
and the way in which they looked at each other when the process was completed ; the third 
officer, whose name I could not swear to, keeping her down on the ground during the 
operation. I cannot imagine what other motive they could have had than that of searching 
for clothing; and if there was another motive, it must have been a worse one. I am, therefore, 
unable to retract the words ‘scandalous, abominable, or obscene,’ whether these words 
were used by me in my sworn evidence, or in the private letter written immediately e 

riot. I am at a loss to know how the Commissioners can say that ‘ they are enabled to 
acquit every officer engaged on the occasion of any act of indecency of the kind describe . 
If they be enabled to acquit the male officers of this conduct from their own statements, 
assert they are not all to be relied upon, and that the Commissioners have no right to acqui 
them so undoubtingly and so peremptorily in opposition to my own evidence, and that o 
the respectable and trustworthy witnesses whom 1 produced. I have said that them s a e- 
ments, or rather the statements of all of them, are not to be relied upon ; and J wm now 
proceed to prove this. The master, in his report to the Board, dated 12th April, says. 
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* there were no other male officers in the hall during the time of the search by the female 
officers, except himself, assistant- mas ter Foley, and wardmaster Cunningham’; but ward- 
master Maguire says, he had been told to be about the hall at breakfast time, by the master, 
and that he was actually there standing within the door during part of the search, and 
before the riot commenced. Storekeeper Sullivan also says he had been directed by the 
master to attend during the search ; but he did not go until the uproar commenced, and 
then he found wardmaster Maguire, and the cook Brady, already in the hall before him ; 
whilst none of them state that they were sent for by the master, in order to quell the riot. 
Again, the master in his report, which may be given as his evidence, for he commences his 
sworn evidence before Mr. Otway, by asserting that the contents of this report were all true; 
that a soda-water bottle was thrown at him. Assistant-master Foley says, that the bottle 
was thrown also, and hit himself; wardmaster Maguire says he saw the said bottle thrown 
just over the master’s head ; and, though not stated in the printed evidence, he asserted also 
that it hit the buttress of the wall opposite, and then fell on the ground and was smashed, to 
use his own expression, into 50 halves. Another officer asserted before the Poor Law Inspector 
that the said bottle passed between him and the master, and hit the wall high up, and not on the 
buttress; whilst a fifth asserted that it passed over the heads of all, and fell on the ground ; 
but the probability is, especially as there is such difference of opinion as to the flight of the 
bottle, that it was a myth, created by the imagination of one, and supported fearlessly as a 
reality by the rest; or (hat some poor female pauper, carrying out her scanty pittance of 
milk in a bottle under her petticoats, as is done by many every day, to be quietly disposed 
of afterwards, or exchanged for something else, was unfortunate enough to lose her 
bottle in the flight and scuffle, which fell to the ground and was smashed. Let the 
women who have to clean the hall siate where the broken fragments were found, and 
whether they were not surrounded by the spilt milk, and it will be seen that the catas- 
trophe took place at quite another part of the hall from that in which the male officers 
were abusing the young girls. 1 am borne out in this, which is more than a supposi- 
tion, by being credibly informed by a male officer of the house, that it was not for some 
hours afterwards that the master was told, in hearing of that officer, by the diet, clerk, 
Blakemore, that a soda-water bottle had been thrown at him, at which he expressed great 
surprise and indignation. The master also states in his report, (hat it was on the getting 
into the yard of those who had been engaged in the riot in the hall, that stones were 
thrown and the windows smashed ; whilst in his evidence before Mr. Otway, he swears 
that the breaking of the glass from outside took place during the riot., and that this was 
the cause of his first leaving the hall. Mr. Byrne’s evidence on this point refers to a 
second edition of the riot which took place an hour and a half subsequently, viz., at the 
time the police were sent for lo take into custody the girls whom Mrs. O’Connor was 
prepared to charge as having struck her, which statement, though sworn to by herself, 
is denied by every one, and rests upon her own unsupported assertion. Storekeeper 
Sullivan asserts that the rush took place to the outside, before the windows were broken 
at all; and the same is said by assistant-master Foley; whilst wardmaster Maguire says, 
that the smashing of the glass was the cause of the doors being opened for him and 
others to get out, and that the pauper inmates also rushed out. Why they did not rush 
out before, but that the door was fastened when the riot commenced, it is difficult to 
imagine ; nor is it the least probable that some of the male officers begged and implored 
any of the women to leave the hall, as they have asserted in their evidence. ^ Again, the 
master states both in his report and in his evidence, that he was in a position to see 
everything that took place in the hall during the entire time of the disturbance; that 
the scenes which 1 assert to have witnessed, could not have taken place without his 
knowledge, and even (hat they did not take place; whereas wardmaster Maguire, who is 
felicitous in swearing in opposition to others, asserts that the master I el I between the 
forms in struggling with a girl; that nearly 15 women were on the top of him, and that 
then, allowing time for watching the flight and fate ot the soda-water bottle, Brady and 
himself pulled back the 15 women, extricated the master, and enabled hi in to get up 
from the floor. On the other hand again, Mrs. .Tenkinson, as is most natural, 
keeping her attention fixed exclusively on her husband, the master, did not see him i on 
the ground at all. Mr. Sullivan, the storekeeper, confirms tins also in his evidence. Ihe 
master again states in his report, that some of the male officers did not even know what 
was required of them by him, when they were brought into the hall; but Messrs. Foley* 
Maguire, Sullivan, and Cunningham, all knew this, as they have admitted ; and certainly 
such as were sent for by him, as he asserts, to quell the not, all knew; also what they 
were required to do, or they would not have been either just inside, or just outside, the 
door, and ready to obey the summons in an instant- I have also to notice that t.ie 
officers all testify to their modesty in keeping their backs turned towards the women 
that were being searched by the female officers, and yet they are all equally able to 
describe how’ the searching was carried on, how far the petticoats were lifted; or, if not 
lifted at all, as some say, how far they were pulled outwards; whilst Mrs. O Connor, the 
chief searcher, and as is known by all in the house, the prime cause of the disturbance 
by her unpopularity, and her imputed tyrannical bearing towards the poor female 
paupers, even ventures to assert that she did not turn up the dresses at all, but only 
moved her hand on the outside. Some of the male officers appear from their own state- 
ments,, to be able to see as clearly behind them as before, arm to have been most at.en- 
tivfc observers withal, for not only can the manner of procedure in the searching opeiations 
bd- deSciribed, but even the very numbers of those searched can be computed; but unfor* 
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tunately, as usual, their accounts vary. The master says there could not have been many 
examined, and that they were all girls. Mrs. O’Connor says that there were about 50 old 
women thus examined. Mr. Foley says there were about a dozen. Mrs. O’Connor does 
not mention any being kept back as having on extra clothing, though this would have 
been too important for her who first brought the charge to have easily forgotten ; while 
Maouire, who is an experienced man in such matters, and has the knack of being most 
circumstantial, states that he heard the words, ‘You must go back,’ addressed to" about 
10 who had to be snipped of their extra clothing, and that those who were thus 
put back then cried out. Lastly, Mr. Cunningham saw, as he states, the women 
of about five tables examined, and passed out, and only one woman kept back. I 
shall only notice two or three more points in the evidence of the male officers. The 
master states in his report to the Board that I gave as my evidence in the court before the 
magistrate, that i was looking on at the whole occurrence in the hall. I must beg to correct 
him here, as I never stated that I saw the whole occurrence, but that I was at the window' 
of Dr. Grant’s room not more than five or six minutes, and I think I might as safely have 
said that it was not more than three minutes, for in a riot and struggle, such as I witnessed, 
a pleat deal may take place in a very short time. The master also states that 1 said in the 
court ‘that it was disgraceful to see the conduct of the male officers searching the women, 
and lifting up their clothes, and that in a manner that I would not wish to describe.’ I 
beg to correct this statement also, as all I said was with regard to the one girl whom I saw 
on the ground, and treated precisely in such a manner as if a search were made ; whilst I 
may have inferred that the other girl, who was on the ground at the same time, was being- 
examined, but I never said that the male officers were searc hing the women. The assistant- 
master (Foley) asserts that he heard of no complaint against any of the officers until he 
heard of the evidence given by me at the petty sessions ; but I received an intimation on 
Saturday afternoon, two days previously to the time he has mentioned, that he was sure I 
was very much mistaken in the view I had taken of the matter. And Mr. Maguire swore 
before Mr. Otway that after I had given my evidence in the court at the head-office, he saw 
the magistrate (Mr Wyse) alter the punishment of seven days, in the case of the least 
offenders, to 48 hours. He repeated this statement attain and again, and even strengthened 
it by asserting that he saw him drawing his pen through the figure ‘ 7 ’ and the word 
‘days,’ and write iu their stead the words * forty-eight hours’; and that he saw a similar 
operation performed on the sentence of those who were convicted both of assault and riot. 
Now, any one who knows the relative position of the magistrate on the bench and the 
witness beneath him in that room, must agree with me iu asserting that Mr. Maguire’s 
sworn evidence on that point was a pure fiction; and yet it is from evidence such as this 
that the Commissioners say ‘ that they are enabled to acquit every officer engaged on the 
occasion of any act of indecency of the kind described,’ so attributed to them ; and again, 
that ‘ it is difficult to say that unnecessary violence was used by any of the male officers 
in their exertions to assist the master in support of his authority.’ The next pointto "Inch 
,1 have to refer in the Commissioners’ letter is this — they say that * the presence of the 
male officers seems to have been taken advantage of as a pretext for refusing to be searched 
by some of the more refractory inmates’ ; and they add, ‘ that a riotous attack was sud- 
denly made upon the master himself, on his endeavouring to assert his authority and keep 
order in the hall.’ Not having been an eye-witness at this stage of the proceedings, I have 
only to remark, that the riotous assault on the master, as stated by himself, and sustained, 
though in different ways, by some of the male officers, is as strenuously denied by all the 
female paupers, who assert that the master commenced ihe assault by oaths and threatening 
language, and even by first striking a female, and pulling her by her garments so as to 
expose her person. I am not prepared to defend any refractory conduct or insubordination 
on the part of the inmates; but when the laws of man subvert or interfere with the laws of 
God, the Christian has a right to take his stand, even at the lisk of being called refrac- 
tory, and the Irish female, with her innate love of modesty, may be excused for resisting 
a search either on herstlf or on other females in the presence of a number of male officers. 
The Commissioners then admit * that evidence has been given by some of the inmates 
regarding very rough treatment bv some of the officers,’ bui they nullify this admission 
by stating that ‘ it is difficult for them to say that unnecessary violence was used by any of 
them in their exertions to assist the master,’ &c. This difficulty must arise from their com- 
pletely ignoring the evidence of the female paupers, for in another part of their letter they 
say that ‘the witnesses brought forward by Mr. Fox in support of his charge were female 
inmates, some of whom were themselves engaged in the tumult.’ I must here refer to 
some proceedings which took place during the investigation by Mr. Otway. Thar inves- 
tigation commenced on Friday, April 20th, was continued on the 21 st, and again on Monday, 
the 23d. As the evidence on the part of the officers was considered to be then concluded, 
Mr. Otway, who was suffering much from illness, and very anxious to bring the investigation 
to a conclusion, seeing that down to that moment, with the sole exception ot my own evidence, 
all that had been slated was on one side and from one party, asked me, just before the 
breaking up of the Board for that day, if I had any witnesses to produce in support of my 
evidence? I told him I could produce 300 at least, if necessary, but that I had selected the 
names of 40, excluding some whom I deemed important witnesses, with whom I had inad- 
vertently had any communication, which it was almost impossible to avoid, as so many 
were anxious to give evidence; and on his expressing some annoyance, as was natural, at 
his being asked to examine so many, I told him I would reduce the number again to 12 , to 
which he agreed* and the investigation was adjourned until the following day. The first 
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three of my 12 witnesses were called in succession, when a guardian who was present 
requested that Ardina Miller might be produced as the next witness, as her name had been 
mentioned as that of one who had been maltreated by one of the officers, and dragged by 
the hair of her head for daring to remonstrate with him, after the riot in the hall was over, 
for his cruelty to the little girls. She happened to be on mv list, but the last but one on 
that list. When her evidence, which, like that of those who had been before her, was clearly 
and unflinchingly given, and unshaken by repeated cross-examinations, Mr. Byrne, one of 
the guardians, requested that Eliza Dalton, one of the girls who had been charged and con- 
victed of assault and riot, should be brought forward as the next witness. I did not object, 
as I anticipated at least another day for the remainder of my witnesses. Her evidence was 
also given with veracity and perfect fearlessness as to the consequences which might result 
to herself. The investigation for that day was brought to a close with her examination, 
and 1 am at a loss to conceive how the Commissioners can speak of the first four of these 
female inmates as being engaged in the tumult. If the fact of being imprisoned in the hall, 
and becoming the unwilling spectators of the brutality of some of the male officers, and, as 
regards one, even being a victim of cruelty, renders them unfit and unqualified to be wit- 
nesses, I should like to be informed what witnesses J could produce, and what right the 
male officers themselves had to be called to give evidence, seeing that they were all much 
more intimately engaged in the tumult; for it must not be forgotten that Eliza Dalton, how- 
ever excellent as a witness, «as not called or produced by me. Mr. Otway, the respected 
Poor Law Inspector, then came to me, and in the hearing of one of the guardians expressed 
his satisfaction at the evidence that had been given that day, which, he said, hac! been so 
completely corroborative of my own, that, unless I had other witnesses who could state 
new matter, or who could throw a new light on what had already been stated by others, he 
did not deem it necessary to call any more of those whom I bad selected. By the advice 
of that guardian, who was then present, I acceded to Mr. Otway’s request, not dreaming 
that the Commissioners would so completely ignore the evidence of those whom 1 was 
enabled to present, or would style them participators in the riot. It was not in my power 
(for 1 scrupulously avoided coming in contact with them lest it should be said that 1 had 
tampered with them) to know what their testimony would be; but being satisfied myself 
with the excellent evidence that had been given, each one telling so completely with another, 
and not like that of the male officers, differing in almost every point, I acceded to the manifest 
desire of the Poor Law Inspector, and the investigation closed. I might allude to many 
other points in the Commissioners’ letter, if I thought it necessary to do so ; but I hope 1 
have said enough to convince the most biassed and the most prejudiced of those who are 
ever ready to condemn the pauper and to acquit the officer, that the latter is the aggressor, 
and the former is, as usual, the sufferer in this land, where poverty is so often treated as a 
crime. It is contrary to my creed to believe that the word of a respectable pauper is less 
deserving of credit than that of an officer who has to accuse others in order to excuse him- 
self ; and, notwithstanding, the Commissioners conceive ‘ that the course adopted by me, 
and, as far as they have been informed’ (though they refrain from giving their authority 
for this information) ‘persevered in by me, is eminently calculated to destroy discipline, 
and to subvert the authority of the master and other officers over the inmates of the work- 
house.’ I cannot be induced to believe that my conduct in this most unpleasant affair 
deserves their reprobation, nor do I comprehend how treatment which 1 cannot but charac- 
terize as cruel and most uncalled for, if sanctioned by the Commissioners, and stamped 
with the seal of their formal approbation, will conduce to have the laws of’ the poor to be 
observed by those within the walls of the house, or respected by those who are more favoured, 
and are able to keep outside. 

“ I have, &c. 

(signed) “ Laurence Charles Prideaux Fox, O.M. 1., 

“ Roman Catholic Chaplain, S. D. U.” 

Dr. Wall moved the following resolution in reference to the letter of the Rev. 
Mr. Fox : — 

Resolved , As to the Commissioners’ letter regarding the line of conduct, pur- 
sued by the Rev. Mr. Fox, who was accidentally a witness to part of the pro- 
ceedings on the 7th April, by being on business in Mr. Grant’s apartment, the 
Commissioners seem to say that he was encouraging insubordination in the 
house. We consider that they have come to a very erroneous decision. Could 
any man of right mind and anxious for justice witness the scene of men dragging 
females and throwing them on the floor, and thus uncovering them, without 
feeling shocked, without coming forward to tell what he was witness to ? The 
Commissioners seem to repudiate, without giving any reason, the evidence given 
by the female paupers, though it seems given with every appearance of candour 
and truth. Any one acquainted with the working of the poorhouse well knows 
how difficult it is to come at the truth and facts, particularly where the conduct 
of officers is in question, and we think the evidence given by the females of 
equal value with that of the officers. See the evidence of Bridget Healy, 
55 years of age, as to the treatment of Dalton by the officers, and other paupers 
by Maguire;, also the evidence of Bridget O’Neill, 70 years, confirming' fully 
390. - c 4 the 
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the Rev. Mr. Fox’s statement as to the girls on the ground and the officers 
standing over them, and the exposure of their limbs, and Maguire holding a 
woman by the hair and dragging her ; also the evidence of Catherine Bergin as 
to dragging the girls by their clothes and also to exposure, and also as to ill- 
treatment of the girls by officers ; see also the evidence of Ardina Miller, 13 years 
in the house, proving the bad conduct of the officers and Maguire, and the 
ill-treatment of the women. Neither should the evidence of Dalton be set aside, 
as it is confirmed by the other females. How can subordination or respect to 
the authorities be, if justice be not done to the pauper inmates ; and we are of 
opinion, that the Rev. Mr. Fox, in the course adopted by him, only did what 
any honest or honourable man should do, and not at all calculated to destroy 
discipline or subvert authority, and that the injudicious and unseemly conduct 
pursued by some of the officers would tend much more to destroy discipline and 
subvert respect. 

Mr. Lawless seconded the resolution, which was put from the chair, aud 
declared to be negatived. 

A division was called for, when the following was the result : — 

Resolution, 13. Against it, 25. 

Mr. Plunkett. Mr. Austin. Mr. Falkner. 

Mr. Reddy. Mr. Bonsall. Mr. Gillespie. 

Mr. W. Ryan. Mr. Byrne. Mr. Kingsmill. 

Mr. Shannon. Mr. Cane. Mr. Lambert. 

Mr. Whelan. M r. W. Caldbeck. Mr. Maunsell. 

Dr. Wall. Mr. T. Caldbeck. Mr. Price. 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Prescott. 

Mr. Deane. Mr. D. Ryan. 

Mr. Drought. Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Draper. Sir Robert Shaw. 

Mr. Dockrell. Mr. Sykes. 

Mr. Evans. Mr. Warren. 

Mr. Franklin. 

Moved by Mr. O’Dwyer, seconded by Mr. Place : — 

That the evidence of the Rev. Mr. Fox has been given under the obligation 
of his solemn oath, and that the language of the Commissioners in impugning, 
as they have done, the evidence given by that clergyman on the inquiry is 
most unwarrantable and offensive, not only to the Rev. Mr. Fox, but also to the 
Roman Catholic guardians of this Board ; and that this Board is of opinion, 
that Mr. Fox acted in the interests of justice in offering to give evidence before 
the police magistrates. 

To which the following amendment was moved by Mr. Byrne, seconded by 
Mr. Dockrell : — 

That the clerk be instructed to inform the Poor Law Commissioners in reply 
to that part of their letter which invites remark by the guardians respecting the 
Roman Catholic chaplain with reference to the part taken by him in the case 
recently investigated by Mr. Otway, that as the Poor Law Commissioners have 
all the facts of the case before them, and as they alone have the right to appoint 
and to remove officers of his class, that, therefore, the guardians decline to make 
any remark or suggestion thereon to the Commissioners regarding the part so 
taken by him. 

The amendment was put, and declared carried. 

A division was called for, when there appeared — 

For Mr. Byrne’s Amendment, 22. 

Mr. Austin. Mr. Gillespie. 

Mr. Bonsall. Mr. Kingsmill. 

Mr. Byrne. Mr. Lambert. 

Mr. T. Caldbeck. Mr. Maunsell. 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Prescott. 

Mr. Drought. Mr. D. Ryan. 

Mr. Draper. Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Dockrell. Sir R. Shaw. 

Mr. Evans. Mr. Sykes. 

Mr. Franklin. Mr. Warren. 

Mr. W. Caldbeck. Mr. Falkner. 

Mr. O’Dwyer gave notice that he would move on next Board day, that a case 

embodying 
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Against it, 13. 

Mr. F. Dowling. ■ Mr. Plunkett. 
Mr. Fottrell. Mr. Reddy. 

Mr. Keogh. Mr. W. Ryan. 

Mr. Lawless. Mr. Shannon. 

Mr. Ledwidge. Mr. Whelan. 

Mr. O’Dywer. Dr. Wall. 

Mr. Place. 



For Dr. Wall’s 

Mr. F. Dowling. 

Mr. Fottrell. 

Mr. Keogh. 

Mr. Lawless. 

Mr. Ledwidge. 

Mr. O’ Dwyer. 

Mr. Place. 
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embodying the circumstances under which the Poor Law Commissioners have 
addressed the letter read this day to this Board, be prepared and submitted to 
counsel, requesting counsel to say whether in point of law ,c an inquiry ” ordered 
by the Commissioners at the desire and for the information of the Board, is to 
be considered as the inquiry of the Commissioners and not of the guardians, and 
to enable the Commissioners to write mandatories thereon on the conclusion of 
the “inquiry,” and to condemn, without any reference to the Board, certain 
officers of the house to whose conduct the inquiry related, and to give his 
opinion generally as to the relative position and rights in cases of “ inquiry” 
the Board of Guardiaos and the Poor Law Commissioners. 



No. 10. 

(No. 11,536-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, < . 23 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, have received the resolution of the guardians of South Dublin Union, 
relating to that part of the recent inquiry which affects the conduct of the 
Roman Catholic chaplain, stating, that as the Poor Law Commissioners have all 
the facts of the case before them, and as they alone have the right to appoint and 
to remove officers of this class, the guardians decline to make any remark or 
suggestion thereon. 

In the propriety of this course the Commissioners acquiesce, on the ground 
stated in the resolution. They have already communicated their own views to 
the guardians on the Roman Catholic chaplain’s conduct, and they regret to find 
that the opportunity afforded to that officer for receding from the position in 
which he has placed himself in regard to the discipline of the workhouse, has 
not been taken advantage of. 

The Commissioners have therefore suggested to the Roman Catholic chaplain 
the propriety of resigning his office, and a copy of their letter to him to that 
effect is sent herewith for the guardians’ information. 

By order, &c. 

The Clerk, South Dublin Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 11. 



(No. 11,536/— 60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend Mr. Fox. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin. 

Reverend Sir, 23 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have considered the letter addressed by you to the guardians of South Dublin 
Union in reference to the letter of the "Commissioners of the 2d instant, a copy 
of which the guardians communicated to you in pursuance of a request from the 
Commissioners to that effect. 

The Commissioners stated in that letter, that the acquittal of the male officers 
of the workhouse from the charge of grossly indecent conduct towards the female 
inmates could have little effect in restoring their authority over the inmates, so 
long as an officer in such a position as that of Roman Catholic chaplain maintains 
against them a charge of that description, and that the Commissioners could not 
' consent to be responsible for the ulterior consequences which might arise from 
the continuance of such a state of things in so large a workhouse. 

390. D It 
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It appears from the contents of your letter to the guardians, that you do not 
avail yourself of the opportunity which has been afforded of 'receding from the 
line of conduct adopted by you in consequence of certain impressions which the 
Commissioners, after due inquiry, believe to have been erroneous ; but that, on the 
contrary, you continue to insist upon the correctness of those impressions, imputing 
to the male officers of the workhouse scandalous, abominable, and obscene con- 
duct towards the female inmates, and endeavour further to show that they have 
been guilty of making false statements in their depositions before the inspector 
on the subject of the late riot, 

It is a sufficient reply to your observations, that none of the female witnesses 
brought forward by you support your allegation of indecent conduct towards 
them on the part of the male officers. On the contrary, the female inmate 
Dalton, whose person was exposed in the tumult, and whose case seems iu all 
probability to have been one of those from which your erroneous impressions 
were derived, states that her person became exposed in consequence of her falling 
over a bucket, in her struggle with the master. 

In reference to your statements, as to the cause of your not producing other 
witnesses, the Commissioners have received from Mr. Otway the following state- 
ment : 

‘‘The Rev. Mr. Fox is right in saying that Eliza Dalton was nut one of the 12 names 
that he submitted tome for examination, on the morning of the 24th ultimo. Mr. Byrne 
called for this witness, and Mr. Fox made no objection ; and had Mr. Byrne not called for 
her I would have done so myself ; but the Rev. Mr. Fox is wrong in saying that I came to 
him ‘ and, in the hearing of one of the guardians, expressed my satisfaction at the evidence 
that had been given that day, which he said had been s*» completely corroborative of his own, 
that unless I had other witnesses who could state new matter, or who could throw new light 
on what had been already stated, he did not deem it necessary to call any more of those he 
had selected.’ I never le ( t the chair I was in or came to the rev. gentleman. I never left 
the chair, except at 2 o’clock, for a few moments, and that was to go out of the room. 1 
never said a word to the Rev. Mr. Fox that could not have been heard by every person in 
the room ; I never expressed my satisfaction, or the reverse, at any evidence, or expressed 
any opinion upon it, except so far as when 6 o’clock arrived, I submitted to the Rev. Mr. 
Fox, as well as all others present, as to whether it would be advisable to adjourn the inquiry 
for another day, alter lasting four days, unless he thought some of the other 12 witnesses, 
of whom he gave me the names on the morning of the 24th ultimo, could state some new 
matter, or add to, evidence not already given on the matter, stating, as I recollect, that all 
the last five witnesses, for what I may call the defence, corroborated one another ; but I 
distinctly and repeatedly stated that if the Rev. Mr. Fox thought, it was necessary for his 
case, or in any way conducive to elicit truth on the matter of the inquiry, that I would 
adjourn the inquiry to next day. I state this distinctly, for I was determined, though I 
thought it advisable, for many reasons, to end the inquiry, to give Mr. Fox the option of 
examining all the witnesses whose names he gave me on tire 24th instant.” 

The result of the inquiry has been, that neither the Commissioners nor the 
Board of Guardians, to whom the Minutes of Evidence have been fully commu- 
nicated, impute misconduct to the male officers on the occasion of the riotous 
proceedings in question, and it is therefore necessary to protect those officers in 
the exercise of their authority over the inmates against the injurious effects of 
your perseverance in the language which you have thought fit to use regarding 
them. 

The position in which you at present stand, is one which the Commissioners 
can scarcely think you are desirous of retaining under the circumstances, and 
they submit to you the propriety of resigning your present office of Roman 
Catholic chaplain of the South Dublin Workhouse. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) JB> Banks , 

x To the Rev. L. C. P. Fox, Chief Clerk. 

Workhouse, South Dublin Union. 
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No. 12. 

(No. 11,536-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 23 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have before them the resolution of the guardians of South Dublin Union on 
that part of the late inquiry into the riotous proceedings of the female inmates, 
which relates to the conduct of the matron of the workhouse. 

The Commissioners can by no means concur with the guardians in thinking that 
the matron’s explanation is perfectly satisfactory, and they apprehend that the 
opinion expressed by the guardians, of the long, highly efficient, and faithful 
discharge of her duties by that officer, whatever grounds may exist generally for 
such an expression of opinion, is very unseasonable at a time when the disgraceful 
slate of discipline on the female side of the house, and the long unsafe state of 
the union property under the immediate custody of the matron, has been the 
subject of inquiry and remark. 

It would almost appear, from the matron’s defence, that the fraudulent 
appropriation of articles of clothing by the female inmates was an affair limited 
to the date of the recent report made to her by the wardmistress, O’Connor, 
whereas the abuse is one (as the guardians are aware) of long standing, and 
might have long since been the subject of searching examination, at proper 
seasons, and in proper place, by the matron herself, instead of being instigated 
by her as a measure to be at once taken, in the dining hall, by the master, when, 
through illness, she could not personally attend to it 

A further statement of the matron is, that she traces the misappropriation of 
property to the laundry department, and clears herself from blame by stating 
that she has repeatedly reported to the guardians the inefficiency of the person 
in charge of that department, and that the cause is therefore beyond her control. 

The Commissioners submit to the guardians, that in declaring this part of the 
matron’s explanation to be satisfactory, they are taking to themselves the entire 
responsibility of the existence of the abuse in question ; and the Commissioners 
further suggest, that, as it does not appear that the abuse in question, or the 
causes of it, have even yet been removed, this part of the matron's statement 
demands from the guardians an immediate and further consideration, with a 
view to some practical result. 

The matron’s avowal that she is unable, from considerations of decency, to be 
present at scenes of insubordination among the female inmates, if satisfactory to 
the guardians is not so to the Commissioners, who consider that the presence of 
the matron where any such scenes are expected to take place, affords the best 
chance, if attended by the exercise of firmness, and at the same time kindness 
of demeanour on her part, for bringing the inmates to a proper sense of their 
duty. 

The Commissioners have been less anxious, in making these remarks, to 
vindicate their previous censures of the matron’s conduct, than to counteract the 
ill effect which may be produced upon the future conduct of that officer by the 
unequivocal approval of it contained in the guardians’ resolution, and they trust 
their observations may have the desired effect. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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No. 13. 

(No. 12,217-60.) 

Letter from the Rev. Mr. Fox to the Commissioners. 

South Dublin Union, 

Sir, 28 May 1860. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d instant, in which 
you inform me that, after due consideration on the subject of the late investiga- 
tion on the riotous conduct of certain female paupers in the South Dublin Union, 
and the causes which led to such conduct on their part, the Commissioners 
submit to me the propriety of resigning my present office of Roman Catholic 
chaplain of the South Dublin workhouse. 

In reply to this suggestion, I beg you will inform the Commissioners that I 
cannot think of resigning the said office of chaplain, until I shall have received 
an intimation to that effect from my ecclesiastical superior, the Archbishop of 
Dublin, from whom I received the appointment. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Laurence Charles Pride aux Fox , o.m.i., 

Roman Catholic Chaplain, 

To the Chief Clerk, South Dublin Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin. 



No. 14. 

(No. 12,217-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. Mr. Fox. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Rev. Sir, 30 May 1860. 

1 he Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have received your letter of the 28th instant, stating that you cannot think of 
resigning the office of Roman Catholic chaplain of South Dublin Workhouse 
until you shall have received a notification to that effect from your ecclesiastical 
superior, the Archbishop of Dublin, from whom you state that you received the 
appointment. 

Under these circumstances the Commissioners feel that there is no course 6pen 
to them but that of removing you from the chaplaincy, in exercise of the power 
given to them by the 48th section of the Irish Poor Relief Act, and an order to 
that effect is enclosed herewith. 

By order of the Commissioners. 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



No. 15. 

Sealed Order enclosed in No. 14. 

(Removal of Chaplain.) 

South Dublin Union. 

To the Reverend Laurence Charles Prideaux Fox, to the Guardians of the Poor 
of the South Dublin Union, and to all other persons whom it may concern. 

Whereas, by an order under our seal bearing date the 30th day of August 
1858, we, the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor 
in Ireland, in pursuance of the provisions of an Act passed in the second year 
of the reign of Her present Majesty Queen Victoria, entitled, “An Act for the 

more 
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more effectual Relief of the destitute Poor in Ireland,” did appoint the Reverend 
Laurence Charles Prideaux Fox, being a clergyman of the Roman Catholic 
Church, to be a chaplain of the workhouse of the South Dublin Union. 

And, whereas, we have deemed it necessary to remove the said Reverend 
Laurence Charles Prideaux Fox from the office of chaplain of the said work- 
house. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers vested in us in this behalf, we do 
hereby remove the said Reverend Laurence Charles Prideaux Fox from the office 
t,of chaplain of the workhouse of the South Dublin Union. 



Sealed with our seal this Thirtieth day 
of May, in the year of our Lord One 
thousand eight hundred and sixty. 



(signed) A. Power. 

J. M‘ Donnell. 



No. J6. 

(No. 12,217-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, _ 30 May 1860. 

Adverting to their letter of the 23d instant, the Commissioners for 
administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland transmit herewith, for 
the information of the Board of Guardians, a copy of a letter which they have 
received from the Rev. Mr. Fox, Roman Catholic chaplain of the workhouse, 
on the subject of the resignation of the chaplaincy suggested to him by the 
Commissioners, together with a copy of a letter which the Commissioners 
have addressed to him in reply. 

A copy of an order removing Mr. Fox from the chaplaincy is also enclosed. 

By order of the Commissioners. 

To the Clerk of the South (signed) B. Banks, 

Dublin Union. Chief Clerk. 



No. I/. 

(No. 12,217-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. E. Kennedy, p.p., of the 
Parish of St. James. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Reverend Sir, 31 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland desire to inform you that the office of Roman Catholic chaplain of the 
South Dublin Union Workhouse is now vacant, and as the law requires a pre- 
ference to be given in the selection of a chaplain to some Roman Catholic 
clergyman acting within the parish in which the workhouse is situate, the Com- 
missioners request you will inform them whether you are willing to take upon 
you the duties of the chaplaincy, or whether, in the event of your declining it, 
any, and if so, which of your curates may be willing to take the office. 

The Commissioners have, at the same time, addressed to the Most Reverend 
Archbishop Cullen, a request that he will permit some Roman Catholic clergy- 
man acting within the parish of St. James to avail himself on this occasion of 
the preference accorded by the Act of Parliament. 

By order of the Commissioners. 

(signed) B . Banks, 

Chief Clerk. 
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No. 18. 

(No. 12,217-60.) 

Letter i'rom the Commissioners to the Most Reverend Archbishop Cullen. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Most Reverend Sir, 31 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor iu 
Ireland have the honour to inform you that, by their removal of the Rev. Mr. 
Fox from the office of Roman Catholic chaplain of South Dublin Workhouse, 
that office is now vacant, and the Commissioners are desirous of appointing a 
successor to the late chaplain with as little delay as possible. 

By the 48th Section of the Irish Poor Relief Act, the Commissioners are 
required to give a preference to some Roman Catholic clergyman acting as 
such within the parish in which the workhouse is situated, and they have 
accordingly this day tendered the office to the Rev. Mr. Kennedy, the priest 
of the parish of St. James, for his own acceptance or for acceptance by any one 
of his curates, as may be most convenient. 

The Commissioners address you at the same time for the purpose of expressing 
a hope that you will on this occasion permit some one of the reverend gentle- 
men, in whose favour a preference is accorded by the Act of Parliament, to 
accept the office. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Bunks, 

Chief Clerk. 



No. 19. 

Letter from the Most Reverend Archbishop Cullen , which was published in 
the “Freeman’s Journal” of the 1st June I860, but did not reach the Com- 
missioners in any other way. 

Gentlemen, 55, Eccless-treet, May 31st, 1860. 

I have just received the above letter, written to me this day by your order, 
in which I read these words : 

“ The Commissioners for administering the Laws for the Relief of the Poor 
in Ireland have the honour to inform you that, by their removal of the Rev. 
Mr. Fox from the office of Roman Catholic chaplain of the South Dublin 
Workhouse, that office is now vacant, and the Commissioners are desirous of 
appointing a successor to the late chaplain with as little delay as possible.’ 

This announcement has surprised me. I have heard repeatedly that the 
Rev. Mr. Fox has discharged his duties as chaplain with extraordinary zeal and 
assiduity. Many of the guardians will bear testimony to this statement. 
Besides, he is an Englishman, and has therefore a right to be treated by you 
with more regard than is generally paid to mere Irishmen. Moreover, I do 
not understand on what grounds you notify such a matter to me unless you 
expect that 1 should ratify, as a matter of course, your ipse dixit , though 
you issue your order like a Russian ukase, without assigning any reason 
in your letter to me for what you have done, and for what you apparently invite 
me to sanction. I tell you distinctly l cannot approve or sanction what you 
propose. The duties of a chaplain are — 

lstly, To say mass. 

2ndly, To hear the confessions of the inmates of the poorhouse. 

3rdly, To administer the last sacraments to the sick. 

4thlj, To instruct the inmates in the doctrines of the Catholic Church. 

You have never given, and you could not give, to the Rev. Mr. Fox the 
power of performing such duties. 

You cannot withdraw that power from him. 

I do not enter into the merits of the case of the Rev. Mr. Fox, as you have 
not condescended to write to me on the matter ; but I shall examine it at the 
proper time. I answer your letter through the press, because, where the case 
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of a Roman Catholic priest is in question, I cannot expect justice from a 
tribunal constituted as yours is, and I therefore appeal at once from oppression, 
despotism, and injustice, to public opinion. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) >f« Paul Cullen , Archbishop, &c. 



No. 20. 

(No. 12,583-60.) 

Extracts from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, 
dated 31 May 1860. 



Read Letter No. 12,217, dated 30 May 1860, accompanying copy of a letter 
received by them from the Rev. Mr. Fox, Roman Catholic chaplain, and their 
reply thereto, accompanied with a copy of their order removing Mr. Fox from 
the chaplaincy. 

Moved by Dr. Wall, seconded by 

“ That the Commissioners’ letter be taken into consideration this day week.” 

On a division there appeared — 



For the motion, 7. 
Mr. Connor. 

,, Lawless. 

„ Ledwidge. 
„ Place. 

,, Shannon. 

„ Whelan. 
Dr. Wall. 



Against it, 16. 



Mr. Austin. 


Mr. Beasley. 


,, Bonsall. 


„ Byrne. 


„ T. Caldbeck. 


„ Drought. 


„ Dean. 


„ Draper. 


„ Dockrell. 


,, Franklin 


„ Gillespie. 


„ Ryan. 


„ Prescott. 


„ Askins. 


„ Rogers. 


Dr. Owens. 



The motion was therefore lost. 

Moved by Mr. Byrne, seconded by Mr. Rogers : 

“ Ordered, That the Poor Law Commissioners be requested at once to take 
order for the performance of Roman Catholic Divine service in this house on 
Sundays, by appointing a Roman Catholic chaplain.” 

The motion was carried by a division, as follows : 



For the Resolution, 8. 

Mr. Maunsell. 

„ Rogers. 

„ Austin. 

„ Caldbeck. 

„ Beasley. 

„ Draper. 

„ Byrne. 

Dr. Owen 8. 



Against it, 5. 

Mr. Shannon. 
Dr. Wall. 

Mr. O’Dwyer. 
„ Place. 

,, Fottrell. 



Three guardians declined to vote. 

The following letter was received from Wardmaster Maguire, and ordered 
to be placed on the Minutes : — 

Gentlemen South Dublin Union, 31 May 1860. 

I beg leave most respectfully -to resign my situation of wardmaster in your institution, 
as I cannot, I fear, discharge the very important duties any longer, either to your satisfac- 
tion, or my own credit. I have endeavoured, since my appointment in your institution, to 
perform the duties required of me faithfully, which I cannot do without danger to my 
character, which I have striven hard for the last 22 years to maintain. I find it utterly 
impossible to hold my present appointment any longer, particularly since the late investi- 
gation, which has created very great ill feeling towards me in the discharge of my duty ; 
and although, gentlemen, I would wish to leave your institution quietly, without saying 
anything which might be calculated to give annoyance to any person, yet I think it 
qqo. D 4 prudent 
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prudent to mention that it is currently reported among the inmates of the workhouse that 
the Roman Catholic chaplain stated from the altar of the workhouse chapel that there should 
be as many Roman Catholic as Protestant officers, which leads them to believe that justice 
could not be done to them by a Protestant officer. If this be the case, it will deter Pro- 
testant officers from doing their duty among them, either fearlessly or conscientiously. 

Gentlemen, with profound respect, I submit these observations for your consideration, 
and respectfully request a testimonial for my past services. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Patrick Maguire. 

Ordered , That the resignation be accepted, a testimonial granted, and a 
successor advertised for. 

The following letter from Wardmistress Maguire was ordered to be placed 
on the Minutes : 

Gentlemen, < South Dublin Union, 31 May 1860. 

I beg leave most respectfully to resign the situation as wardmistress in the nursery 
department in your workhouse, as I find it impossible to discharge my duties therein faith- 
fully or satisfactorily, owing to the ill feeling and annoyance shown towards me since the 
late investigation, which upon every occasion since then has been vented upon me, and 
that in times and in so gross a manner that I cannot with any feelings of delicacy hold it 
any longer. I respectfully request of your Board a testimonial of my services. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Anne Maguire. 

Ordered , That the resignation be accepted, a testimonial granted, and a 
successor advertised for. 



No. 21. 

(No. 12,500-60.) 

Letter from the Rev. Mr. Kennedy to the Commissioners. 

Sir, James’s-strect, 1 June 1860. 

In reply to your communication of the 31st ultimo, respecting the chaplaincy 
of the South Dublin Union, I have to inform you that none of the parochial 
clergy, in consequence of their duties, could undertake the office, and beg to 
refer you to his Grace the Archbishop on the subject. 

I remain, &c. 

To B. Banks, Esq., (signed) JE. Kennedy, p. p. 

Chief Clerk. 



No. 22. 

(No. 126 M.-60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Otway , Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

2 June 1860. 

t T H j ^ or ^ m ^ ss i oners f° r administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, desire to acquaint you that Mr. Byrne, one of the guardians of South 
Dublin Lmon, has called at the office this morning and. stated that he had 
heard that you had made an appointment to meet the master of the workhouse 
here to confer with the Commissioners on the subject of an apprehended riot at 
the workhouse to-morrow. 

The Commissioners must decline to receive any verbal communication on a 
matter of this nature, and they request that you will immediately report, in 
writing, what information you possess, in order that the Commissioners may 
have time to act as may appear to them to be desirable under the circum- 
stances. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

Chief Clerk. 
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No. 23. 

(No. 12,581/60.) 

Letter from Mr. Otway to the Commissioners. 

Poor Law Office, Dublin, 

Gentlemen, 2 June 1860. 

In reply to your letter just received, I have to state that Mr. Jenkinson 
called on me at Monlcstown on yesterday at half-past five o’clock, and stated 
that from information that he had received, he was led to apprehend the occur- 
rence of a riot in the South Dublin Workhouse on next Sunday ; and stated 
•that he came to confer with me, and to ask my advice on the matter. He also 
stated that he had seen Mr. Byrne, one of the guardians, who had advised him 
to make an affidavit that he apprehended a riot, in order that he might get a 
police force to be in attendance ; the master also mentioned to me his fear that 
an open display of police force might cause a riot if they were sent for, or at 
the workhouse, before it commenced. I then suggested that steps might be 
taken to have a police force brought to and stationed in some convenient place 
near the workhouse, so that if their service was required it might easily and 
speedily be obtained; and I also advised him to call at the Poor Law Office 
early this day, and to see and mention the matter to Mr. Banks, in order that if 
the Commissioners approved of the proposal to have the police in readiness as I 
have stated, that the necessary steps for the purpose, by application to the 
police authorities, might be taken. I also stated that I would call myself at 
the Poor Law Office this morning and mention the subject to Mr. Banks or one 
of the Commissioners. 

I have. &c. 

(signed) C. G. Otway. 



No. 24. 

(No. 12,581/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Otway. 

Sir, Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 2 June i860. 

With reference to your report of this date, relative to an anticipated riot at 
the workhouse of South Dublin Union, the Commissioners for Administering 
the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, desire to acquaint you that they 
have learned from Mr. Byrne, one of the guardians, that the cause of the anti- 
cipated riot has relation to the expectation that there, will be no mass celebrated 
in the workhouse to-morrow ; and in reference thereto the Commissioners 
request that you will be so good as to inform them whether a Roman-catholic 
clergyman has not been acting as assistant to the late chaplain, and whether 
.any communication has taken place between the guardians, or the master of 
the workhouse and that clergyman, as to the celebration of Divine service for 
the Roman- catholic inmates to-morrow. 

The Commissioners also request that you will inform them of the name and 
address of the clergyman in question. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 25. 

(No. 12,581/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the 
Lord Lieutenant. 

Sir, Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 2 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, transmit herewith a copy of a report which they have received from 
Mr. Otway, Poor Law Inspector, at a quarter before one o’clock on this day, by 
* 39 ^. E which 
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which it appears that the occurrence of a riot amongst the inmates of the South 
Dublin Union Workhouse on to-morrow is apprehended. 

The Commissioners had previously learned from one of the guardians of the 
union that the apprehension of a riot bad some relation to the expected absence 
of Divine service for the Roman-catholic inmates in consequence of the removal 
of the late Roman-catholic chaplain, the Rev. Mr. Fox. 

The Commissioners have taken steps for the appointment of a successor to 
Mr. Fox, but have not yet succeeded in filling the vacant office, and do not 
expect to he enabled to do so immediately. 

Under the circumstances stated in Mr. Otway’s Report, the Commissioners 
submit the expediency of a sufficient force of police being placed in the vicinity 
of the workhouse, within call by the workhouse officers if they should need 
assistance, but the Commissioners think there is no substantial ground before 
them to enable them to recommend an information to be sworn before magis- 
trates as in apprehension of a riot. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



No. 26. 

( 12,584/60.) 

Letter from Mr. Otway to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, South Dublin Workhouse, 2 June 1860. 

In reply to your letter of this date, I have to state, that a Roman-catholic 
clergyman has been acting as assistant to the Rev. Mr. Fox, for some time past, 
and that no communication has taken place between the guardians or the master 
of the workhouse and that clergyman as to the celebration of Divine service 
for the Roman-catliolics on to-morrow, and that the name of the clergyman 
alluded to, who has been so acting as assistant to the Rev. Mr. Fox, is the Rev. 
Charles Harris, and that his address is at Mr. Clayton’s, Clayton Parle, South 
Circular-road. 

I also wish to state that on my arrival at the workhouse, to-day, I met 
Mr. Byrne and Dr. Wall, two of the guardians, and that Mr. Byrne informed 
me that he found on his coming to the workhouse, to-day, that there were two 
Roman- catholic clergymen in the workhouse attending to the religious duties of 
the inmates, and had been so for the last two or three days, namely, the Rev. 
Charles Harris, and the Rev. T. Mangin, and that they this day stated to Mr. 
Byrne and I)r. Wall that they would attend at the workhouse and auxiliaries, 
and celebrate Divine service on to-morrow, and that there would be no necessity 
for sending the inmates to hear mass elsewhere. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) C. G. Otway. 



No. 27- 

(No. 12,500/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. Charles Harris. 

Rev. Sir, Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 2 June I860.. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland having understood that you have assisted the late Roman-catholic chaplain 
of the workhouse of South Dublin Union in the performance of the duties of 
the chaplaincy for some time past, desire to state that they are prepared to 
appoint you to the office of Roman- catholic chaplain of that workhouse if you 
should be willing to accept it ; and the Commissioners presume that you will, 
in that case, obtain from superior ecclesiastical authority the necessary spiritual 
faculties to enable you to undertake the duties. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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No. 28. 

(No. 12,6/0/60.) 

Letter from the Rev. Charles Harris to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Clayton Park, South Circular-road, 4 June 1860. 

I have been honoured with a letter of the 2nd June, offering me in j'our 
name the chaplaincy of the South Dublin Union, and suggesting that, if I felt 
inclined to accept that office T should obtain the necessary spiritual faculties 
from superior ecclesiastical authority. 

In reply, I beg to state that I cannot accept the office of chaplain which you 
offer me, nor adopt the suggestion you make of applying to superior eccle- 
siastical authority to sanction my doing so. I am altogether in the hands of 
my Archbishop in regard to the exercise of my ecclesiastical functions. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Charles Harris , 

Assistant Chaplain South Dublin Union. 



No. 29. 

(No. 12,6/0/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Most Rev. Archbishop Cullen. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Most Rev. Sir, Dublin, 4 June 1860. 

Adverting to their letter to you of the 31st May last, the Commissioners for 
Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland have the honour to state 
for your further information that they have received a communication from the 
Rev. Mr. Kennedy, priest of the parish of St. James, declining, on his own behalf 
and that of his curates, the offer made to him by the Commissioners of the 
vacant chaplaincy of South Dublin workhouse. 

The Commissioners thereupon tendered the office to the Rev. Mr. Harris, 
who has for some time past assisted the late chaplain in the discharge of his 
duties, but that gentleman has also declined to accept it. 

The Commissioners are now in a position to appoint to this office any Roman- 
catholic clergyman to whom no objection exists on the ground of fitness, and 
they will be glad to receive from you at your earliest convenience, the name of 
some clergyman whom you may wish to undertake the duty ; as it is most 
desirable that the inmates of the Roman-catholic persuasion should have the 
benefit of the services of a chaplain, with as little delay as possible. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

Chief Clerk. 



No. 30. 

(No. 12,722/60.) 

Minute of the Metropolitan Police Commissioners to the Under Secretary 
of the Lord Lieutenant. 

Metropolitan Police Office, Dublin Castle, 

4 June 1860. 

The Commissioners of Police, with reference to the accompanying documents, 
beer to inform the Under Secretary that the necessary precautions were taken by 
them, but that no riot or disturbance of any kind occurred at the South Dublin 

Union - (signed) J. L. O'FerralL 
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No. 31. 

(No. 12,501/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

6 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1st instant, reporting a 
resolution passed by the Board of Guardians of South Dublin Union on the 
previous day, requesting the Commissioners at once to take order for the 
performance of Roman-catholic Divine service in the house on Sundays, by 
appointing a Roman-catholic chaplain. 

In reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state, that on the 3 1st May 
they tendered the vacant office to the. Rev. Mr. Kennedy, priest of the parish 
of St. James, or to one of his curates as might be most convenient. 

They, at the same time requested the Roman-catholic Archbishop, the most 
Rev. Dr. Cullen, to permit one of the parochial clergy to avail himself of the 
preference accorded by the statute. On the 2d instant, the Commissioners 
received from Mr. Kennedy a reply to the effect that none of the parochial 
clergy, in consequence of their duties, could undertake the office. 

The Commissioners thereupon offered to appoint the Rev. Mr. Harris, who 
has for some time past assisted the late chaplain in the discharge of his 
duties, but that gentleman has also declined to accept the chaplaincy. 

Since the receipt of the above-mentioned communications the Commissioners 
have informed Archbishop Cullen, that they are now in a position to appoint 
any Roman-catholic clergyman, to whom objection does not exist on the 
ground of fitness ; and that they will be glad to receive from him at his earliest 
convenience, the name of some clergyman whom he may wish to undertake the 
duty. To this letter, dated the 4th instant, the Commissioners have not as yet 
received any reply. 

While the chaplaincy remains vacant, the Guardians will, of course, give 
every facility to such Roman-catholic clergymen as may kindly afford religious 
service and spiritual aid to the Roman-catholic inmates of the workhouse. 

It is the wish of the Commissioners to authorise the guardians to give re- 
muneration from the poor rates for services of this nature, by the appointment 
of a chaplain as soon as may be practicable. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Bank's, 

Chief Clerk. 



No. 32. 

(No. 12,909/60.) 

Letter from the most Reverend Archbishop Cullen , to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, 55 Eccles-street, 7 June 1860. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of the letter addressed to me in your 
name, on the 4th instant. 

Having informed me in that communication that the Reverend Mr. Kennedy 
whom you call priest of St. James, and the Reverend Mr. Harris had refused 
to accept the chaplaincy of the South Dublin Workhouse, offered by you to 
them, you proceed to state that “ you will now be glad to receive from me the 
name of some clergyman whom I may wish to undertake the duty of chaplain.’ 

If this proposal be analysed, its meaning appears to be simply this, viz., that 
having inflicted a serious wrong on a zealous and meritorious clergyman, you 
would be gratified were I to come forward, and by my act to sanction what you 
had done, and moreover that indeed you would be glad that, at your mere 
bidding, no reason being assigned, I should withdraw his spiritual powers from, 
the Reverend Mr. Fox, and transfer them to another, thus rendering myself 
guilty before Heaven, and degrading myself in the eyes of the world by 

consenting 
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consenting to become a passive tool for the execution of arbitrary and uncon- 
stitutional measures. 

Though the spectacle might be a pleasing one, yet it is too much to expect 
that a Catholic bishop should put himself in so unenviable a position by his 
own act. To ask him to do so is no ordinary insult, which I presume would 
not be offered were you acquainted with the feelings of catholics and Irishmen. 

However, as to any insult implied in the matter, I pardon, it in a Christian 
spirit, but I cannot consent to co-operate with you in what I consider the 
infliction of a grievous wrong. 

I conferred on the Reverend Mr. Fox the spiritual power by which he was 
enabled to hear the confessions of the poor, to administer the last sacraments 
to them, and to discharge other religious functions ; that gentleman has been 
most faithful in fulfilling his duties, and even his enemies must bear testimony 
to his labours and merits. In such circumstances, I cannot, without injustice, 
inflict punishment on him by transferring his spiritual powers to another, and 
I must therefore decline to accede to your proposal. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Paul Cullen , Archbishop. 



No. 33- 

(No. 12,909/60.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Most Rev. Archbishop Cullen. 

South Dublin Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Most Rev. Sir, 8 June 1860. 

The Com mis sioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland have the honour to acknowledge your letter of the 7th instant, in reply 
to their request that you would name to them some Roman Catholic clergyman 
whom you might wish to undertake the duties of Roman Catholic chaplain in 
the South Dublin workhouse, and they observe with much regret that you 
decline to comply with that request. 

Nothing could be further from the intention of the Commissioners, when 
they addressed you on the subject of the vacant chaplaincy, than a wish to 
share with you in any degree the responsibility incurred by them in removing 
the previous chaplain, the Rev. Mr. Fox. That removal took place on exclu- 
sively secular grounds, and if the absence of any explanation of those grounds 
has appeared to imply any disrespect to your authority on the part of the Com- 
missioners, they beg to disavow the existence of any such feeling at any time ; 
but when the Commissioners, in the exercise of a power given to. them by Par- 
liament, remove a chaplain, whether Protestant or Roman-catholic, which they 
have never done except on grounds exclusively secular, it is not their official 
practice to enter on any explanation of the grounds of such removal to the 
archbishop or bishop, as the case may be ; were they to do so, they would be 
justly open to the censure of seeking to share their responsibility with the 
diocesan, and attempting to induce him to give a direct or implied sanction to 
their proceedings. They trust, therefore, that the absence of any allusion to 
orounds of removal in such cases will not be imputed to any mark of disrespect 
to ecclesiastical authority on the part of the Commissioners when they commu- 
nicate the fact of a chaplaincy being vacant, and seek the necessary co-opera- 
tion of the diocesan in procuring a successor to the vacancy. 

"With the spiritual faculties conferred on Roman-catholic clergymen, or any 
other clergymen, the Commissioners have clearly no concern ; nor have they ever 
pretended to exercise the right of disturbing any clergyman’s possession of such 
faculties or even of passing an opinion on the conduct of a chaplain considered 
in a clerical point of view ; but they claim exclusive authority to determine the 
continuance of any clergyman in the office of chaplain of a workhouse, and take 
upon them without reserve exclusive responsibility m that behalf. In so doing 
it is clear, and it has been repeatedly pronounced by competent tribunals, that 
quo. E 3 the 7 
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they are acting within the powers conferred upon them by Act of Parliament. 
For the proper exercise of those powers the Commissioners are practically 
responsible, but not to any ecclesiastical authority ; and the right mode of redress 
against any improper exercise of this power is not, as the Commissioners 
respectfully submit to you, to be found in resistance to then’ legal authority, 
but in representations to the proper quarter complaining of such supposed im- 
propriety. 

The Commissioners trust that this explanation of the position in which they 
stand in relation to ecclesiastical authority, in questions affecting workhouse 
chaplains, may at least have the effect of satisfying you that no disrespect has 
been intended on their part, and they remain in hope that you will still consent 
to enable them to appoint a successor to the late chaplain by naming to them a 
fit person for that office. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 
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